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United States
Environmental

)
Technical Contact: Paul E. ;?}535

(312) 886-4436

Media
i

{312

Contact: W¥irginia Donchue
1 886-6694

For Immediate Release: May 29, 1985
NG. 85-115
EPA FILES ADMINISTRATIVE ACTION AGAINST JONES METAL PRODUCTS FOR HAZARDOUS WASYE
YTOLATIONS

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} today anncunced the filing of
ciyil administrative action against Jones Metal Products Co., West Lafayette, OH.

The complaint against Jones Metal Products, proposes a penalty of $79,200
and charges that the company violated Federal regulations regarding the manage- i
ment of hazardous waste contained in the (RCRA}. ‘

The Company has failed to meet specific RCRA requirements relating to the
monitoring of ground water, establishing of financial assurances for closure,
devaloping contingency and closure plans, properly managing hazardous waste con-
tainers, conducting persannel training, and submitting a biennial report,

Jofies Metal Products has the right to reguest that EPA hold a settiement
conference and a hearing to discuss the charges, The company must make such a

reguest by June 24, 1985,

# # F



TECHNICAL CONTACT: Paul E. Dimock
(312) 886-4436

LEGAL CONTACT: Roger Grimes
(312) 886-6668

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE:
NO. V-W-85-R-21

U.S. EPA FILES ADMINISTRATIVE SUIT AGAINST THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY
FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE VIOLATIONS

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) today announced
the filing of a civil administrative action against JONES METAL PROBUCTS,

West Lafayette, Ohio.

The Complaint against JONES METAL PRODUCTS, proposes a penalty of SEVENTY-
NINE THOUSAND TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS ($79,200) and charges that the facility
located at 305 North Center Street, West Lafayette, Ohio, had violated Federal
requlations regarding the management of hazardous waste contained in the

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA).

JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY has failed to meet particular requirements of
RCRA relating to the monitoring of groundwater, the establishment of financial
assurances for closure, to have a contingency plan and closure plan, to
properly manage containers, to perform personnel training and to submit a

biennial report.

JONES METAL PRODUCTS has the right to request that U.S. EPA held a settle-
ment conference and a hearing to discuss the charges. The company must make

such a request by June 24, 1985,

# 44
PILLEASE ATTACH COPY OF ORDER.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

g !

%: ' (usl REGION §

% M§ 23¢ SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
& N
%, . PRO‘eG« CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604

REPLY TO THE ATTENTION DF:

DEC 2 4 1986,

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

D.E. Donovan

President

Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street

West Lafayette, Ohio 43845

re: Consent Agreement and Final Order
Jones Metal Products Company
Docket Number V-W-85-R-21

Dear Mr. Donovan:

This letter is to acknowledge receipt of the Consent Agreement and Final
Order No. V-W-85-R-21 signed by yourself.

A fully executed copy of the Consent Agreement and Final Order is enclosed
for your files.

Your cooperation in resolving this matter is appreciated.
Very truly yours,

Ol M

Willjam H. Miner, Chief
Hazardous Waste Enforcement kBranch

Enclosure



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF: ) .

) DOCKET No.; V-W-85-R-21
THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY )
305 NORTH CENTER STREET } CONSENT AGREEMENT AND
WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845 ) FINAL ORDER

)
EPA 1.D. No.: OHD 004 280 897 )

On May 21, 1985, a Complaint was filed in this matter pursuant to Section 3008
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended, {RCRA), 42 U.S.C.
§6928, and the United States Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated
Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant
is the Director of the Waste Management Division, Region V, United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). The Respondent is the Jones Metal

Products Company.

The Parties to this action being desirous to settle this action enter into the

following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been served with a copy of the Complaint and Findings of

Violation and Order (Docket No. V-W-85-R-21) in this matter.
2. The Regional Administrator has jurisdiction over this matter.

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 305 North Center

Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845.

4. Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual allegations

contained in the Complaint filed herein,
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5. Respondent explicitly waives its right to request a hearing regarding

the altlegations of the Complaint filed herein.

6. Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,
and hereby consents to the payment of a civil penalty in the amount

hereinafter stipulated.

7. By agreeing to this Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) Respondent
agrees with Complainant's determination that its waste does not fal)
within the definition of electroplating sludge (U.S. EPA Hazardous
Waste Code No. FO06). Therefore, its storage in containers and a
surface impoundment is not subject to the requirements contained in

40 CFR Parts 262 and 265.

ORDER

Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of this

Consent Agreement and Final Order in this matter:

A. Respondent shall, upon the effective date of this Order, cease all
treatment, storage or disposal of any hazardous waste unless such treatment,
storage or disposal at Respondent's facility shall be in complete compliance
with the Standards Applicable to Owners and Operators of Hazardous Waste

Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities, 40 CFR Part 265.

B. Respondent shall, upon the effective date of this Order, achieve and
maintain compliance with the Standards Applicable to Generators of Hazardous

Waste, 40 CFR Part 262,

C. Respondent shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of SEVENTEEN THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($17,000), payable to the Treasurer of the United States within thirty

(30) days of the effective date of this Consent Agreement and Final Order.
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Said payment shall be mailed to the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region V,
P.0. Box 70753, Chicago, Il1linois 60673. Copies of the transmittal of the
payment should also be sent to both the Regional Hearing Clerk, Planning and
Management Division and the Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch Secretary,
Office of Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
Itlinois 60604. Failure to comply with any requirement of the Order shall
subject Respondent to l1iabiltity for a civil penalty of up to TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($25,000) for each day of continued non-compliance with the terms and

conditions in this Order.

D. The U.S. EPA may collect interest on any amounts overdue under the terms of
this Consent Agreement and Final Order at the rate established by the Secretary
of the Treasury pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §3717. A 1afe payment handling charge

of $20.00 will be imposed on any late payment, with an additional charge of
$10.00 for each subsequent 30-day period over which an unpaid balance remains.
In addition, a six percent per annum penalty will be applied on any principal

amount not paid within ninety (90) days of the date on which each payment is due.

E. This Order shall be effective on the date of execution by the Regional

Administrator.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement acﬁion may

be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority

should the U.S. EPA determine thét the handling of solid waste or hazardous
waste at the facility may present an imminent and substantial endangerment to
human health or the environment. U.S. EPA recognizes that Jones Metal Products
Company is not primarily in the business of treatment, storage or otherwise
handling hazardous waste. Any such treatment, storage or handling is incidental

to its primary manufacturing business.
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The above Consent Agreement and Final Order consisting of 4 pages is hereby

consented to by both of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this

The Jones Metsal any, Respondent

By ben—
L4 ¥
Title President
. P A
Agreed this ﬁz — day of e , 1986,
et e_:,,mga/'

Waste Manage-- Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V, Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

this |5 th 4oy of Decembey , 1986.

Yot M, Qmmgﬁn PRA.

Valdas V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

day of November , 1986,
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RCRA CONSENT AGREEMENT AND FINAL ORDER SIGiw-OFF

BACKGROUND
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o
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|
|

RETURN TO ORC ASSIGNEE FOR TRANSMITTAL OF DRAFT TO THE FACILITY
FINAL CAFO APPROVAL
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Director, WMD
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BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WasHINGTON, D.C, 80200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER IN ORLANDO, FLORIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W, I3TH FLOOR BARNETT PLAZA

WASHINGTON,D.C. 20036

CLEVELAND, OHIO 444 ORrRLANDO, FLORIDA 32801

{zo2) 8611500 (205) 84)1-11|

In CoLumBus, OHIO
65 EAST STATE STREET
CoLumMBUS, OHIO 43215

(614} 228-1541

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

(218)

(218) 621-0200
IN DENVER, COLORADO
303 EAST I7TH AVENUE
DENVER, COLORADO BO203
{303) 861-0600

TWX Bl0 421-8375

TELECOPIER:(216) 8968-0740

November 8, 1985

861-7356 F2F 1D

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

Waste Management Division
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604

ATTENTION: RCRA Enforcement Section, S5HE-12

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company
I.D. No. OHD004280897

Dear Sir:

This is the response of the Jones Metal Products
Company to the Agency's Request for Information Pursuant to
Section 3007 of RCRA,

Jones has no RCRA land disposal facility, and no
interim status. Jones generates no hazardous waste, based on
the EP Toxicity test for characteristic waste. Jones is
awaiting a determination by USEPA as to whether Jones' neutra-
lized spent pickle liquor is K062 listed waste. Jones' comments
on this Agency rulemaking are attached and self-explanatory.

Please direct all questions or comments concerning
this response to the undersigned.

Sincerely,

ameés H. Russell

0488:2508
05879-60-001

cc: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan



BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WasHINGTON, D.C. 3200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER In ORLANDRO, FLORIDA
0S50 CONMNECTICUT AvE, N.W. 137+ FLOOR BARNETYT PLAZA
WasHINGTON, D.C. 20036 CLEVELAND, OHIO 44il4 OrLANDO, FLORIDA 3280I
(202} 8611500 (303) 84l-nu
(e18) 821-0200

IN CoLumBus, OHIO TWX BIO 421-8375 N DENVER, COLORADD
65 EAST STATE STREET 303 EAST (7TH AVENUE
CowuMBus, CHIC 43215 TELECOFIER!(210) 866-0740 DeENvER, COLORADS B80O203

{614} 228 154 November 8 , 19 8 5 (303) 8610600

DIRECT DAL NUMBER

@s) 861-7356

Docket Clerk

Office of Solid Waste (WH-562)
United States Environmental
Protection Agency

401 M Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20460

Re: Section 3001--Spent Pickle Liguor Notice

Dear Sir:

The Jones Metal Products Company ("Jones") wishes
to comment on the Agency's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and
Reguest for.Comments and Data appearing in the Federal Register
of September 10, 1885, 50 FR 36966,

Jones is a porcelain enameller located in West
LaFayette, Ohio 43845 (614/545-6381), I.D. No. 0OHD0(04280897.
Jones has been a porcelain enameller at this location since
1923. It employs approximately 200 people.

In August, 1980, Jones carefully considered whether
to file a Part AApplication, under the May 19, 1980 RCRA Regula-
tieons. Jones decided not to do so for the following reasons:

1. The neutralized spent pickle liguor that
Jones uses contains no chromium nor lead.
Jones' EP Toxicity tests at that time
showed that the neutralized spent pickle
liguor was not characteristic waste.

Jones therefore concluded that the Agency's
reason for listing K062--its lead and
chromium content--was not intended to
apply to Jones' neutralized spent pickle
liquor.

2. Jones engaged in no activity described or
contemplated hy SIC Code 3312,
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Bakrn & HoSTETLER

Docket Clerk
November 8, 1985
Page Two

Jones therefore decided in August, 1980, as it
would decide today, that the K062 listing was not waste that
the Agency intended to regulate as applied to Jones. Jones
strongly denies that "industry generally understood the
listing to apply to non-iron and steel facilities,"” as the
Agency contends at Page 36968 of the NPRM. Jones certainly
never understood the listing in that way. And if that
understanding were generally true, the Skinner memorandum
would have been unnecessary.

In 1984, Jones considered, with other members of
the Porcelain Enamel Institute, whether the Skinner memorandum
should cause Jones and porcelain enamellers to change the
conclusion that K062 4id not apply to waste such as Jones'
neutralized spent pickle liquor. Jones found the Skinner
memorandum to be confusing, but after careful consideration
the company reaffirmed its prior conclusion of 1980, based
on the facts contained in above paragraphs number 1 and 2.

Please direct all guestions concerning these
comments to the undersigned,

Sincerely,

ames H. Russell
}

0488:2508
05879-60-001

cc: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V
IN THE MATTER OF: , )
o ) DOCKET No.: V-W-85-R-21

THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY )
305 NORTH CENTER STREET ) CONSENT AGREEMENT AND
WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845 ) FINAL ORDER

)
EPA 1.D. No,: OHD 004 280 897 )

On May 21, 1985, a Complaint was filed in this matier pursuant to Secﬁiah 3008
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery AQ%; as amended, {RCRAY, 42 U.S.0.
£6928, and the United States Envirommental Protection Agency's Consolidated
Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant
i5 the Director of the Waste Manacement Division, Region ¥, United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.5. EPA}. The Respondent is the Jones Metal

Products Company.

The Parties to this action being desirgus to settie this action enter into the

following stipulations:

L. Respondent has been served with a copy of the Complaint and Findings of

Violation and Order {Decket No. V-W-85-R-21) in this matter.
2. The Regiona! Administrator has jursidiction over this malter,

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 305 North Center

Street, West Lafayeite, Ghioc 43845,

4, Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual aliegations

contained in the Complaint filed herein.
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5. Respondent explicitiy waives its right to reguest a hearing regarding

the allegations of the Complaint Tiled herein.

6. Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,
and hereby consents to the payment of a c¢ivil penaity in the amount

hereinafter stipulated.

7. By agreeing to this Consent Agreement and Final Order {UAF0Q) Respondent
agrees with Comp?a{nant"é determination that its waste does not fall
within the definition df e%ecﬁrgpiating sludge {U.S. EPA Hazardous
Waste Code MNo. FOU6). Therefore, its storage in confainers and a

surface impoundment is not subject to the reguirements contained in

40 CFR Parts 262 and 265.

Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of this

Consent Agreement and Final Order in this matter:

A. Respondent shall, upon the effective date of this (rder, cease all
treatment, storage or disposal of any hazardous waste unless such treatment,
storage or disposal at Respondent's Tacility shall be in complete compliance
with the Standards Applicable to Uwners and Operators of Hazardous Waste

Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities, 40 CFR Part 267,

B. Respondent shall, upon the effective date of this Order, achieve and
maintain compliance with the Standards Apniicable to Geserators of Hazardous

Haste, 40 CFR Part 262.

C. Respondent shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of SEVENTEEN THOUSARND
DOLLARS ($17,000), payable to the Treasurer of the United States within thirty

(30} days of the effective date of this Consent Agreement and Final Order.
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Said payment shali be mailed to the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region V¥,
P.0. Box 70753, Chicago, [11inois 60673. Copies of the transmittal of the
payment should also be sent to both the Regional Hearing Clerk, Planning and
Manazgement Division and the Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch Secretary,
gffice of Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago,
ITiinois 60604. Failure to comply with any requirement of the Order shall
subject Respondent to liability for a civil penalty of up TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($25,000) for each day of continued génwcompliance with the terms and

conditions in this Order.

b. The U.5. EPA may coliect interest on any amounts overdue under the terms of
this Consent Agreement and Final Order at the rate established by the Secretary
of the Treasury pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §3717. A late payment handling charge

of $20.00 will be imposed on any late payment, with an additional charge of
$10.00 for each subsequent BG;day period over which an unpaid balance remains.
In addition, a six percent per annum penalty will be applied on any principai

amount not paid within ninety (90) days of the date on which each payment is due.

E. This Order shall be effective on the date of execution by the Regional

Administrator.

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement action may

be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority

should the U.S5, EPA determine that the handling of solid waste or hazardous
waste at the facility may present an imminent and substantial endangerment to
human health or the environment. U.S. EPA recognizes that Jones Metal Products
Company 15 not primarily in the business of treatment, storage or ctherwise
handling hazardous waste. Any such treatment, storage or handling is incidental

to its primary manufacturing business.
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The above Consent Agreement and Final Order consisting of 4 pages is heraeby

consented to by both of the parties to this preoceeding.

Agreed this _  day of , 1986,

The Jones Metal Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of , 1986.

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V, Complainant

The above being agreed and conéented to, it is so ORDERED

this day of . 1986.

¥aldas V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator
U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
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PART 1 BACKGROUND
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PART V. RETURN TO D. REAPE, 5HE-12, FOR MAILING
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NRAFT

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V¥

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET No.: V-W-85-R-21
THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY
305 NORTH CENTER STREET

WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845

CONSENT AGREEMENT AND
FINAL ORDER

EPA I.D. No.: OHD 004 280 897

On May 21, 1985, a Complaint was filed in this matter pursuant to Section 3008
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act,vas amgnded, (RCRA), 42 U.S.C.
§6928, and the United States Envirommental Prétection Agency's Consolidated
Rules of Practfce Governing the Administrativé-Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant
is the Director of the Waste Management Division, Regiqn V, United States
Envirommental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA). The Respondent is the Jones Metal

Products Company.

The Parties to this action being desirous to settle this action enter into the

following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been served with a copy of the Complaint and Findings of

Violation and Order (Docket No. V-1-85-R-21) in this matter.
2. The Regional Administrator has jursidiction over this matter.

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 305 North Center

Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845,

4. Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual allegations

contained in the Complaint filed herein.
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5. Respondent explicitly waives its right to request a hearing regarding

the allegations of the Complaint filed herein.

6. Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,
and hereby consents to the payment of a civil penalty in the amount

= hereinafter stipulated.

7. By agreeing to this Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFQ) Respbndent
agrees with Complainant's determination that its electoplating waste
does not currently fall within the definition of electroplating sludge
(U.S. EPA Hazardous Waste Code No. FObﬁ). fherefore, its storage in
containers and a surface impoundment‘%s not subject to the requirements

contained in 40 CFR Parts 267 and 265.

ORDER

Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of this

Consent Agreement and Final Order in this matter:

A. Respondent shall immediately upon this Order becoming final, cease all
treatment, storage or disposal of any hazardous waste unless such treatment,
storage or disposal at Respondent's facility shall be in complete compliance
with the Standards Applicable to Owners and Operators of Hazardous Waste

Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities, 40 CFR Part 265.

B. Respondent shall, immediately upon this Order becoming final achieve and
maintain compliance with the Standards Applicable to Generators of Hazardous

Waste, 40 CFR Part 262.

C. Respondent shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of TWENTY-ONE THOUSAND
TWO HUNDRED FIFTY DOLLARS ($21,250)}, payable to the Treasurer of the United

States within thirty (30) days of the effective date of this Consent Agreement
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and Final Order. Said payment shall be mailed to the Regional Hearing Clerk,
U.S. EPA, Region V, P.0. Box 70753, Chicago, I1linois 60673. Copies of the
transmittal of the payment should also be sent to both the Regional Hearing
Clerk, Management Division and the Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch
Secregary, Office of Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearhorn Street,
Chicago, I1linois 60604, Failure to comply with any requirement of the Draéh
shall subject Respondent to liability for a civil penalty of up TWENTY-FIVE
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($25,000) for each day of continued‘non-comp1iance with the

terms and conditions in this Order.

D. The U.S. EPA may collect interest on any amounts overdue under the terms of
this Consent Agreement and Final Order at the rate established by the Secretary
of the Treasury pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §3717. A late payment handling charge

of $20.00 will be imposed on any late payment, with an additional charge of
$10.00 for each subsequent 30-day period over which an unpaid balance remains.
In addition, a six percent per annum penalty will be applied on any principal

amount not paid within ninety (90) days of the date on which each payment is due,

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement action may
be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority

should the 11.S. EPA determine that the handling of solid waste or hazardous
waste at the facility presents an imminent and substantial endangerment to

human health or the environment.
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DRAFT

The above Consent Agreement and Final Order consisting of 4 pages is hereby

consented to by both of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of

The Jones Metal Company, Respondent

By

Title

Agreed this day of

Basil G. Caonstantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V, Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

» 1986.

, 1986.

, 1986,

this day of

Valdas V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator
4.S. Environmental Protection Agency
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OhicEPA
“tate Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Southeast District Office
2195 Front Street; Logan, Ohio 431;%85 9031

(614) 385-8501

Richard F. Celeste, Governor

Re: COSHOCTON COUNTY
JONES METAL PRODUCTS
RCRA CORRESPONDENCE FILE

August 4, 19§%¢@

Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845

Attention: Mr. Edmond S. Bell,
Vice President, Engineering

S

This letter serves to confirm a meeting at 1:00, August 12, 1986, in
Ohio EPA's Columbus Office, Room 602A. The meeting, between Jones Metal
and it's representatives and Ohio EPA staff, will focus on requirements
for a new wastewater treatment system with discharge to the Tuscarawas
River and closure of the existing leaching impoundments.

Please contact me if any change in the meeting is needed.

lacx\ \>
Ken Dewey

Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
Southeast District Office.

KD:dm

cc: Dave Sholtis, DSHWM, CO

cc: Joan DeMartin, Legal, CO

cc: Bob Phelps, Industrial Wastewater, CO

cc: Bill Miller/Ryszard Lecznar, Industrial Wastewater, SEDO
cc: James D. Edwards, Burgess & Niple, Ltd.

cc:. JamesH. Russell, Baker & Hosteller

(ce:  Paul Dimock, USEPA, Region V
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET No,: V-W-B5-R-21
THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY
305 NORTH CENTER STREET

WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845

CONSENT AGREEMENT AND
FINAL ORDER

e et Mt e e e ot

EPA 1.D. No.: OHD 004 280 897

On May 21, 1985, a Complaint was filed in this matter pursuant to Section 3008
-of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended, (RCRA), 42 U.S.C.
§6928, and the United States Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated
Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant
is the Director of the Waste Management Division, Region V, United States
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA}. The Respondent is the Jones Metal

Products Company.

The Parties to this action being desirous to settle this action enter into the

following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been served with a copy of the Complaint and Findings of

Violation and Order {Docket No. V-W-85-R-21) in this matter.
2. The Regional! Administrator has jursidiction over this matter.

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 305 North Center

Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845,

4, Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual allegations

contained in the Comptaint filed herein.
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5. Respondent explicitly waives its right to request a hearing regarding

the aliegations of the Complaint filed herein.

6. Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,
and hereby consents to the payment of a civil penalty in the amount

hereinafter stipulated.

7. By agreeing to this Consent Agreement and Final Order (CAFO) Respondent
specifically does not agree or admit that the facility referenced in
Paragraph 3 above falls within the jurisdiction of the Resource and
Recovery Act. Entry of this CAFO is solely for the purpose of resolving

the allegations made in the government's Complaint.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of this

Consent Agreement and Final Order in this matter:

A. Respondent shall immediately upon entry of this Consent Agreement and Final
Order and its receipt by Respondent, cease all treatment, storage or disposal

of any hazardous waste unless such treatment, storage or disposal at Respondent's
facility shall be in complete compliance with the Standards Applicable to Owners
and Operators of Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities,

40 CFR Part 265, except as provided for in Paragraphs B through D below.

B. Respondent shall, within forty-five {45) days of entry of this Consent
Agreement and Final Order, and its receipt by Respondent, achieve compliance

with the following requirements:

1. Develop and submit a groundwater monitoring program for the surface
impoundments pursuant to 40 CFR 265.90; a schedule for the installation

and operation of a groundwater monitoring system that meets with the
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requirements of 40 CFR 265.91; a schedule for the development and
implementation of an adequate groundwater sampling and analysis plan
pursuant to 40 CFR 265.92; the submittal of an outline of a groundwater
quality assessment program pursuant to 40 CFR 265.93; and a schedule
for complying with the recordkeeping and reporting requirements of

40 CFR 265.94, Upon approval of the groundwater monitoring program

by U.S. EPA, Respondent shall immediately initiate and comp]ete the
activities in the program in accordance with the schedule contained

therein,

Prepare and submit a closure plan for the surface impoundments

which meets pertinent requirements for such a plan contained in 40
CFR 265.110, 265.111, 265,113, 265.114, 265,115, 265.117, 265,118,
265.119 and 265,120. U.S. EPA will approve the closure plan or specify
in writing the modifications necessary for approval within 90 days of
receipt of the closure plan. Respondent must modify its closure plan
within 30 days of receipt of U.S., EPA's specifications of necessary
modifications if any. Approval of Respondent's initial or modified
closure plan shall not be unreasonably withheld., Respondent shall
perform all closure activities detailed in the closure plan submitted
by it and finally approved in accordance with the schedule contained

therein,

Establish financial assurance for closure plan as required by 40

CFR 265.143.

Establish a financial assurance for post-closure as required by 40

CFR 265.145,
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C. On or before August 31, 1987, Respondent shall certify in writing to

U.S. EPA that the facility has been closed in accordance with the specifications
in the approved closure plan. Respondent shall also submit, or cause to have
submitted to U.S. EPA, written certification of the same from the independent

registered professional engineer that abserved the closure activities,

D. Respondent shall no later than 180 days after notification submit a completed
post-closure permit application for the disposal of hazardous waste in the

surface impoundments.

E. Respondent shall notify U.S. EPA in writing within fifteen {15) business

days after complietion of each requirement identified in Respondent's ground-
water monitoring program and closure plan. This notification shall be submitted
no later than the times stipulated above to Mr, Paul Dimock, U.S. EPA, Region

¥V, Waste Management Division, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1linois

60604, Attention: RCRA Enforcement Section. A copy of these documents shall

also be suybmitted to Ed Kitchen, Division of Seoild and Hazardous Waste Management,
Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 361 East Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio

43216.

F. Respondent shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of SEVENTY-NINE THOU-
SAND TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS ($79,200), payable to the Treasurer of the United
States within thirty (30) days of the effective date of this Consent Agreement
and Final Order, Said payment shall be mailed to the Regional Hearing Clerk,
U.S. EPA, Region V, P.0. Box 70753, Chicago, I1linois 60673. Copies of the
transmittal of the payment should also be sent to both the Regional Hearing
Clerk, Management Division and the Solid Waste and Emergency Response Branch
Secretary, Office of Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA, 230 South Dearborn Street,

Chicago, Illinois 60604. Failure to comply with any requirement of the Order
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shall subject Respondent to Tiability for a civil penalty of up TWENTY-FIVE
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($25,000) for each day of continued non-compliance with the

terms and conditions in this Order.

G. The U.S. EPA may collect interest on any amounts overdue under the terms of
this Consent Agreement and Final Order at the rate established by the Secretary
of the Treasury pursuant to 31 U.S.C. §3717. A late payment handling charge

of $20.00 will be imposed on any late payment, with an additional charge of
$10.00 for each subsequent 30-day period over which an unpaid balance remains.
In addition, a six percent per annum penalty will be applied on any principal

amount not paid within ninety (90) days of the date on which each payment is due,

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement action may
be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority
should the U.S. EPA determine that the handling of solid waste or hazardous
waste at the facility presents an imminent and substantial endangerment to

tiuman health or the environment,
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The above Consent Agreement and Final Order consisting of 6 pages is hereby

consented to by both of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of , 1985,

The Jones Metal Company, Respondent

By

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V, Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

this day of . 1985,

Valdas V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency



~+agte Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Southeast District Office
2195 Front Street; Logan, Ohio 43138 -2031

{614) 385-8501 Richard F Celeste, Governor

April 18, 1986 Re: COSHOCTON COUNTY
JONES METAL PRODUCTS
RCRA CORRESPONDENCE FILE
OHD004280897 '
G - TSDF

Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845

Attention: Mr. Edmund S. Bell, Jr..
Vice President, Engineering

Sir:

On March 26, 1986, I conducted an inspection of your facility
to determine compliance with Ohio's hazardous waste regulations.
During the inspection I noted the following violations:

1. Personnel Training, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-16:
A personnel training program has not been developed and
required documentation has not been maintained as
required.

2. Accumulation Time of Hazardous Waste, Ohic Administrative
Code 3745-52-34: Contalners holding FO06 hazardous waste
was not marked and dated as required.

3. General Waste Analysis, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-13:
A written waste analysis plan has not been developed and
detailed chemical and physical analysis of the hazardous
waste has not been conducted as required.

4, Security, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-14: '"Danger"
signs are not posted at the facility as required.

5. General Inspection Requirements, Ohio Administrative Code
3745-65-15: A written inspection schedule has not been
developed and followed and records of inspections have
not been maintained as required.




Jones Metal Products Company
April 18, 1986
Page 2

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

le.

17.

Purpose and Implementation of Contingency Plan, Ohio Administrative
Code 3745-65-51: The facility does not have a Contingency
Plan as required.

-

Operating Record, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-73: A written
Operating Record has not been maintained as required.

Annual Report, Chio Administrative Code 3745-65-75: An Annual

Report ‘has not been submitted to the Director by March 1 as
required.

Closure Plan, Ohio Administrative Code 3745—66—12: A written
Closure Plan has not been maintained as required.

Cost Estimate for Closure, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-42;

A written estimate of the cost of closing the facility has not
been maintained as required.

Financial Assurance for. Closure, Ohio Administrative Code
3745-66-43: Financlal Assurance for closure has not been
established as reguired.

Liability Requirements, Ohioc Administrative Code 3745-66-47:
Liability coverage for sudden and non-sudden accidental
occurances 1s not maintained as required.

Management of Containers, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-73:

Container holding hazardous waste is not kept closed during
storage as required.

Inspections, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-74: Container

storage area is not inspected weekly and inspections are not
documented as.required.

Inspections, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-67-26: The surface

impoundment and freeboard level are not inspected and inspections
are not documented as required.

Groundwater Monitoring, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-90 through
94: A groundwater monitoring program has not been implemented as

required, and a groundwater quality assessment program has not
been developed as required.

Submittal of Hazardous Waste Permit Application, Ohio Administrative
Code 3745-50-40: A "Part A" Permit Application has not been filed

in accordance with the specifications in Ohio Administrative Code
3745-50-41 through 43 as reguired. '

e sy e i o e T A




Jones Metal Products Company
April 18, 1986
Page 3 :

I understand that you are currently negotiating with USEPA regarding
closure of the hazardous waste surface impoundment at your facility.
As we discussed, Ohic EPA does not consider closure .of the impound-
ment without removal of the waste, to be an environmentally sound
option. - We feel that there is a great potential for the proposed
groundwater monitoring system to show contamination. of groundwater.

If this occurs, as we believe it will, the release will certainly
cause USEPA (and/or Ohio EPA) to require you to perform corrective
action. We feel. that removal of the waste will certainly be considered
as part of that action. We see no benefit in delaying removal of . the
waste. In fact, it will certainly be far less expensive to remove
the waste during cleosure.. To address your concern about long term
liability for disposal of the waste off-site, we strongly recommend
you pursue delisting of the waste. To summarize, we do not feel that
it is acceptable to dispose any waste, be it solid or hazardous waste,
in a sand and gravel leach pit. We would welcome an opportunity to
discuss these issues with you in more detail.

Feel free to call Marilyn Zumbro or me at this office with any
questions.

2NN VN

Ken Dewey

Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
Southeast District Office -

KD :dm

cc: Ed Kitchen, DSHWM, CO/w/attachment



Paul,

Jim Russell, Jim Edwards and Ed Bell want to come in on Friday,
4-4+86 in the early afternoon for a last ditch effort to
settle Jones Metal. Are you zmkx available?

The other possible option is to meet with them in Cleveland
eaxkyxkk on Monday the following week. T have to be there
on Tuesday anyway and could go on Monday afternoon if that is
workable for you @z as well. I left it with them that we
would try flirst for the Fiiday meeting rather than the
alternative.

Grimes ;ZMJiﬁ
64247 | <
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1330 hrs.

N

Date and Time of Inspection

GENERAL INFORMATION

RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

HWFAB #  None
U.S. EPA I1.D. # OND004280897

Facility: Jones Metal Products Co. Address: 305 North Center Street City: West Lafayette
State: Oohio Zip Code: 43845 County: Coshocton : Telephone: 614-545-6381
INSPECTION PARTICIPANT(S) | !
{Name) (Title) o . (Telephone)
1. Edmund S. Bell, Jr. Vice President Engineering 614-545-6381
) : :
- INSPECTOR{S} ,

1. Ken Dewey Senior Inspector, DSHWM, Ohio EPA . 614-385-8501

2. |

3 >

INSTALLATION ACTIVITY |

Mark One If the site s a TSDF, check the boxes indicating which areas were reviewed.
/_/ Generator only (6) /X%/ General Fac1lity Standards, Preparedness {7 MWaste Piles S03
—— _ and Prevention, Contingency and Emergency -

/__/ Transporter (T) Manifests/Records/Reporting, Closure [/ Land Treatment D31
/7 TSOF only /_/ Containers SO3 /7 Landfi11s DBO
/7 6T /7 Tanks $02/T01 /_7 Chemical/Physical/
— —_ : Biological 704
[Xx/ G-TSDF /Xx/ Surface Impoundments S04/702 -

— —_— [X%/ Groundwater Monitoring
{7 T-TSDF / / Incineration/Thermal Treatment .

—_— / 7/ Post-Closure

/7 G-T-TSDF '



o T 5 D P AT e

B e KICWPP T

AR T L S,

e e T R L e

RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM
| N/A  Remark # =

Yes No
1. Has the fac111ty submitted a Part A to'0h1o? X
2. If "yes®, 1s it complete and accurate? X
3. Has the faciiity submitted a Part B? X
4. MWas advance notiée of the inspection given? If so, how far in advance? X 6 Hours .
1IF THE SITE HAS RECEIVED A PART B PERMIT, USE THE RCRA STATUS INSPECTION FORM. ,

REMARKS, GENERAL INFORMATION
Iinclude a brief description of site activity Qnd waste handling.

Jones Metal Products is a contract manufacturer of stamped and porcelain enameled steel products.
Prior to September,. 1985, the company conducted both stamping and porcelain enameling at its

West Lafayette plant. In the stamping operation, parts are alkaline cleaned. Rinse water from
this operation is directed to one (north) of two surface impoundments operated to dispose waste-
water. There is no surface discharge of water from either impoundment. In the porcelain enameling
process, which was discontinued in September, 1985, there were two operations. - The first operation
consisted of metal preparation. Parts were alkalinecleaned and water rinsed, pickled in sulfuric
acid when needed (and after annealing), etched in ferric sulfate and plated in nickel sulfate.
Wastewater .generated in these operations was discharged into the south surface impoundment. The
second operation consisted of coating the parts with porcelain enamel.
was directed to the north surface impoundment. Roof and area runoff as well as cooling water is
directed to the impoundments., Since the impoundment has received wastewater from an electroplating
operation (as defined in USEPA's listing background document for F006), the sludge contained in
the impoundment is listed hazardous waste F006. Wastewater from the electroplating operation was
routed through a paper filter before discharge to the impoundment. This filter paper which holds
FO006 hazardous waste was, and still is, stored in a container. The company is currently in
negotiations with USEPA concerning closure of the hazardous waste impoundment.

Revised 12/84

Wash water from this operation



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FDRM

40 CFR 262 (ODAC 3745-52) GENERATOR REQUIREMENTS

The hazardous uasté(s) generated at this fac1iity have been tested or are
acknowledged to be hazardous waste(s) as defined in Section 261 and in
compliance with the requ1rement; of Sections 262.11.

Does this facility generate any hazardous wastes that are excluded from
regulation under Section 261.4 [3745-51-04] (statutory exclusions) or

Section 261.6 [3745-51-06(A)(1)] (recycle/reuse)?

Does this facility have waste or waste treatment equipment that is excluded
from regulation because of totaliy enclosed treatment (Section 265.1(c)(9))
[3745-65-01] or via operation of an elementary neutraiization unit and/or

wastewater treatment unit (Section 265.1(c)(10) [3745-65-01]}

The generator meets the following requirements with respect to the preparation,

use and retention of the hazardous waste manifest:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

The manifest form used contains all of the information required by Section
262.21(a) and (b) {3745-52-21] and the minimum number of copies required by

Section 262.22 [3745-52-22].

The generator has designated at least one permitted disposal facility and
has/will designate an alternate facility or instructions to return waste in

compliance with Section 262.20 [3745-52-20(B)(C)(D)].

Prepared manifests have been signed by the generator and initial transporter

in compltance with Section 262.23 [3745-52-23(A)(1 and 2)].

The generator has complied with manifest exception reporting requirements
{investigate after 35 days, report after 45 days) in Section 262.42(a){b)

[3745-52-42].

Signed coples of all hazardous waste manifests and any documentation required
for Exception Reports are retalned for at least 3 years as required by
Section 262.40 [3745-52-40].

(262.40(a))

[3745-52-40(a)]

[3745-52-11(D)]

Yes No N/A  Remark #
X #1
X
X

#2
X #2
#2
X
X #2
X #2
X $2

Revised 12/B4

(£



RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

The generator meets the following hazardousﬂwaste pre-transport réqu1rements:

a) Prior to offering hazardous wastes for transport off-site the waste material
is packaged, labeled and marked 1n accord with applicabie DOT regulations

No

N/A  Remark #

(Section 262.30, 262.31 and 262.32(a)) [3745-52-30, 3745-52-31, 3745-52-32]

b} Prior to offering hazardous wastes for transport off-site each container with -
a capacity of 110 gallons (416 1iters) or less is affixed with a completed

X - #2

hazardous waste label as required by Section 262.32(b) [3745-52-32].

c) The generator meets requirements for properly placarding or offering to
properly placard the initlal transporter of the waste matertal in compliance

with Section 262.33 [3745-52-33}.

Hazardous wastes imported from dr exported to foreign countries are handled in
accordance with the requirements of Section 262.50 [3745-52-50]

X #2

1f the generator elects to store hazardous waste on-site in containers or
tanks for 90 days or less without a RCRA storage permit as provided under
Section 262.34 [3745-52-34], the following requirements with respect to
such storage are met:

a) The containers are clearly marked with the words Hazardous Waste®.

#3

b) The date that accumulation began is clearly marked on each container.

The generator has provided a Personnel Training Program in compliance with-
Section 265.16(a)(b)(c) {3745-65-16(A)(B)(C)] 1ncluding instructien in safe
equipment operation and emergency response procedures, training new employees
within 6 months and providing an annual training program refresher course

#3

4

(Section 262,34) [3745-52-34(A)(4)]

The generator keeps all of the records required by Section 265.16(d)(e)
{3745-65-16(D)(E)] Yncluding written Job titles, job descriptions and documented
employee training records {Section 262.34) [3745-52-34(A)(4)]. .

£4

Revised 12/84



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

NOTE: - SHORT-TERM STORAGE FOR 90 DAYS OR LESS IN TANKS AND CONTAINERS ALSO REQUIRES THAT REGULATIONS IN SECTION
265 [3745-65], SUBPARTS C AND D (PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION PLUS CONTINGENCY AND EMERGENCY) AND CERTAIN
PORTIONS OF THE YCONTAINERS" AND “TANKS" RULES BE MET. COMPLETE THE APPROPRIATE SECTIONS OF THE

INSPECTION FORM.
REMARKS, GENERATOR REQUIREMENTS

#1 The company has not acknowledged that the waste contained in the impoundment
is F006 hazardous waste.

#2 No hazardous waste has been manifested off-site,

#3 The container holding F006 hazardous waste is not marked or dated.

#4 The company does not have a Personnel Training Program or required records.

Revised 12/84



Lo | RCRA INTERIM STATU§.IN§PECTIDN FORM

40 CFR 265 {OAC 3745-65-et seq.) GENERAL INTERIM STATUS REQUIREMENTS AND TSOD REQUIREMENTS

SUBPARTS INCLUDED

: B: General Facil1ity Standards H: Financial Requirements M: tand Treatment

: C: Preparedness and Prevention I: Management of Containers N: tandf1l1s

; D: Contingency and Emergency J: Management of Tanks 0: Incinerators .

3 E: Manifest/Record/Reporting K: Surface Impoundments P: Thermal Treatment : B

B G: Closure L: Waste Piles }: Chemical/Physical/Biological Treatment

Subpart B: General Facility Standards

No N/A  Remark_#

Yes
1. The aoperator has a detalled chemical and physical analysis of the waste maferial
containing all of the information which must be known to properly treat or store -
the waste as required by Section 265.13(a) [3745-65-13(A)(1)1] X £5

2. The operator has a written waste analysis plan which describes analytical
parameters, test methods, sampling methods, testing frequency and responses
to any process changes that may affect the character of the waste. :
{Section 265.13(b)) [3745-65-13(B)] - X 5

3. a) Would physical contact with the waste structures or equipment injure
unknowing/unauthorized persons or livestock entering the faciiity?

(265.14(a)(1)) ([3745-65-14(A)(1)] | _ . X
| b) Would disturbance of the waste cause a violation of the hazardous waste
e regulations? (265.14(a)(2)) [3745-65-14{A){2)] X

IF BOTH 3a AND 3b ARE "NO", MARK QUESTIONS 4 AND 5 ™*NOT APPLICABLE‘.

Revised 12/84



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

i Yes HNo N/A Remark # -
g 4, The facility has -
2 a) A 24-hour surveillance system, or X
b) An artificial or natural barrier and a means to control entry at al}
times (265.14(b)(2)). [3745-65-14(B)(2)(a and b)] X

5. The facility has a sign "Danger-Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out" at each
entrance to the active portion of the facility and at other locations as

necessary. (265-14(c)) [3745-65-14(C)] | 1 X

6. a) The operator has developed and followed a comprehensive, written inspection
plan and documented the inspections, malfunctions and any remedial actions
taken in an operating record log which 1s kept for at least three years.
(265.15) [3745-65-15] '

b) Areas subject to spills (%.e., loading and unloading afeas, container
storage areas, etc.) are inspected dally when in use and according to other
applicable regulations when not actively in use. (265.15(b){4))

[3745-65-15(B)(4)1]

7. The faciiity has provided a Personnel Training Program in compliance with
Section 265.16¢a)(b){c) Including instruction in safe equipment operation and
emergency response procedures, training new employees within 6 menths and '
providing an annual training program refresher course. [3745-65-16(A)(B)(C)]

8. The facility keeps all recards required by Section 265.16(d)({e) including
written job titles, job descriptions and documented employee training records.

[3745-65-16(D)(E)]

Revised 12/84
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

If required due to the actual hazards associated with Ignitable, Reactive or
incompatible waste materials, the facii1ity meets the following requirements:

(Section 265.17) [3745-65-17]

a)
b)

c)

d}

Protection from sources of ignition.
Physical separation of incompatible waste materials.

*No Smoking" ar "No Open F1ames' signs near areas where Ignitable or
Reactive wastes are handled.

Any comingling of waste materials 1s done in a controlled, safe manner as
prescribed by Section 265.17(b). [3745-65-17(8B)]

Subpart C: Preggredness_ggd Prevention

Has there been a fire, explosion or non-planned release of hazardous waste at
this factlity? (265.31) [3745-65-31]

1f required due to actua) hazards associated with the waste material, the
faci1ity has the following equipment: (265.32) [3745-65-32(A)Y{(B)(C)(D)]

a)
b)
c)
d)

Internal atarm system.

Access to telephone, radio or other device for summoning emergency assistance.

Portable fire control eduipment.

Water of adequate volume and pres@ure via hoses sprinkler, foamers or sprayers.

A1l required safety, fire and communications equipment is tested and mé1nta1ned as-
necessary; testing and maintenance are documented. ({265.33) [3745-65-33]

1f required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, personnel
have immediate access {o an emergency communication device during times when
hazardous waste 1s being physically handled. (265.34) [3745-65-34] :

- 10 -

- .
[5-]
wn

No N/A  Remark #°
%
X
X
X
X
X
X
X
.
X
X
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

No  N/A Remark §

Yes

If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, adequate
alsle space to allow unobstructed movement or emergency or spill control equipment

ts maintained. (265.35) [3745-65-35]

If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, the
facility has attempted to make appropriate arrangements with local emergency
service authorities to famiilarize them with the possible hazards and the fac111ty

layout., (265. ST(a)) {3745-65-37(A) ] - X

Where state or local emergency service authorities have declined to enter !
into any proposed special arrangements or agreements the refusal has been
documented. (265. 37(b)) [3745-65-37(B) ]

Subpart D: Contingency and Emergency

The faciitty has a written Contingency Plan designed to minimize hazards from

fire, explosions or unplanned releases of hazardous wastes (265.51)
[3745-65-52(A)(B)(C)(D)({E)] and contains the following components:

a) Actions to be taken by personnel in the event of an emergency incident.

b} Arrangements or agreements with local or state emergency authorities.

c) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of all persons qualified to act as
- emergency coordinator. X #7

d) A 1ist of all emergency equipment including location, physical descr1pt1on
and out11ne of capabilities.

e) 1If required due to the actual hazards assoclated with the waste(s) handled,
an evacuation plan for facility personnel. (265.51(f)) [3745-65-52(F)]

A copy of the Contingency Plan and any plan revisions is maintained on-site and has
been submitted to all local and state emergency service authorities that might be
required to participate in the execution of the plan. (265.53) [3745-65-53(A)(B)] X #7

- | Revised 12/84
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a

e

RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes. No N/A  Remark # .
The plan is revised in response to facility, equipment and personne1 changes | _
or fallure of the plan. (265.54) [3745-65-54] X $7
An emergency coordinator is designated at all times (on-site or on-call) 1s
familiar with all aspects of site operation and emergency procedures and has the _
authority to implement all aspects of the Contingency Plan. (265.56) ([3745-65-55] X #7
I1f an emergency sttuation has occurred, the emergency coordinater has implemented
all or part of the Contingency Plan and has taken all of the actions and made all
of the notifications deemed necessary under Sections 265.56(a-)). {[3745-65-56(A-J) ; X 7
Subpart E: Manifests/Records/Reporting
NOTE: THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS ARE APPLICABLE TO BOTH ON-SITE AND OFF-SITE TREATMENT, STORAGE AND
DISPOSAL FACILITIES, _ ' '
The operator maintains a written operating record at his facility as required by
Section 265.73 [3745-65-73(A)] which contains the following information: X 48
a) Description and quantity of each hazardous waste treated, stored or disposed
of within the facility and the date(s) and method(s) pertinent to such
treatment, storage or disposal. (265.73(b)(1)) ([3745-65-713(B)(1)] X $#8
b) Common name, EPA Hazardous Waste Identification Number and physical state
{1i1quid, solid, gas) of the waste(s). X #8
c¢) The estimated (or actual) welght, volume or density of the waste matefia!(s). X #8
d} A description of the method(s) used to treat, store or d1spose of the waste(s)
using the EPA Handiing Codes 1isted in 45 FR 33252 (May 19, IQBD) X 48
X #8

e} The present_phys1ca1 Tocation of each hazardous waste within the facility.

f) FOR DISPOSAL FACILITIES, the location and quantity of each hazardous waste
recorded on & map of the facility and cross-references te any pertinent
manifest document number(s). (265.73(b)(2)) [3745-65-73(B)(2)]

- 12 -
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM
" Remark #

Yes - No - N/A
g) Records of any waste analyses and trial tests required to be performed. X §8
h) Records of the inspections required under Section 265.15 [3745.65.14]
(General Inspection Requirements - Subpart B). X 48
1) Records of any monitoring, test1ng‘or analytical data required under other
Subparts as referenced by Section 265.73(b){6). [3745-65-73(B)(6)] X #8

' 3) Records of Closure cost estimates and Post-Closure (DISPOSAL ONLY) cost
estimates required under Subpart G. _

2. The operators has submitted an annual Treatment-Storage-Disposal Operating
Report (by March 1) containing all of the operating information required 4o
X .

under Section 265.75. [3745-65-75]
NOTE: THE FGLLOHING REQUIREMENTS ARE APPLICABLE TO ONLY OFF-SITE TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES.

3. Manifests received by the facility are signed and dated; one copy 1s given to
the transporter, one copy is sent to the generator within 30 days and one copy
is kept for at Teast 3 years. (265.71) [3745-65-71(A)

a) 1If shipping papers are used in 1ieu of manifests (bulk shipments, etc.)
the same requirements are met. (265.71(b}) [3745-65-71(B)}

b) Any significant discrepancies in the manifest, as defined in Section
265.72(a) [3745-65-72(A)] are noted in writing on the manifest document.

(265.71(a)(2)) [3745-65-71{A)(2)]

4. Any manifest discrepancies have been reconciled within 15 days as required by
Section 265.72(b) ar the operator has submitted the required information to the

Reglonal Administrator/Director. [3745-65-72(8B) ]

5, 1f the facility has accepted any unmanifested hazardous wastes from off-site
sources (except from small quantity generators) for treatment, storage, or
disposal an unmanifested waste report containing all the information required
by Section 265.76 has been submitted to the Regional Administrator/Director

within 15 days. [3745-65-76(A)]

Revised 12/64
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes No N/A  Remark # -

Subpart G: Closure and Post-Closure

NOTE: THE FOLLOWING REQUIREHENTS ARE APPLICABLE TO BOTH DISPOSAL AND NON-DISPOSAL FACILITIES,

A written Closure Plan is on file at the facility and contains the fo11ow1ng
elements: (Section 265.112) [3745-66-12] X

—
L]

#10

' a) A description of how and when the faciiity will be closed. . _
(265.112(a)(1)) [3745-66-12(A)(1)] X $10

b) A description of how any of the applicable closure requirements in other
Subparts of Section 265% [3745-66] (Tanks, Surface Impoundments, Landfill,

X #10

etc.) will be carried out.
c) An estimate of the maximum amount of hazardous wastes being treated or
in storage at the facility. (NOTE: Maximum inventory should agree with
the permit.) : ' X #10
d) A description of steps taken to decontaminate facliliity equipment. X - _#10
e) The year c]osure is expected to begin and a schedule for the var1ous |
phases of closure. X $£10
2. The Closure Plan has been amended within 60 days in response to any changes
in facility design, processes or closure dates. (265.112(4)(B)) [3745-66-12(B) ] X #10
3. The Closure Plan has been submitted to the Regional Adm1h1stratorl01rector . :
180 days prior to beginning the Closure process. (265.112(4)(C)) [3745-66-12(C)] X $10

Revised 12/84
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NOTE: COMPLIANCE WITH THESE REGULATIONS IS A FEDERAL REQUIREMENT.

2.

The owner or operator of the facility has established financial assurance for
closure by use of one of the following:

a)

b)

RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

A closure trust fund, or

A surety bond, or

r

¢) A closure letter of credit, or

d)

A written cost estimate for closure of the facility (as specified in the

Subpart H: Financial Rqu1remenf5

(265.143)

A combination of financial mechanisms.

closure plan) 1s available.

#5
#6

#7

#8
#9
$#10

#11

The
The
The
The
The
The

The

company
company
company
company
company
company

company

does
does
does

does

has not submitted an Annual Report.

does not have a written Closure Plan at the facility.

REMARKS ,

GENERAL INTERIM STATUS REQUIREMENTS

[3745-6b6-43]

not have
not have
not have

not have

has not

a

a

a

a

written
written
written

written

waste analysis plan

Yes No N/A Remark #
X #11
X #11
- $11
T #11
« C§l1
% $11

inspection plan or records of inspection.

Contingency Plan.

Operating Records.

established financial assurance and has no written
cost estimate for closure of the facility. -

- 15 -
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Subpart 1: Manadement of Containers

Yes No N/A  Remark #
Hazardous wastes are stored in containers which are:
a) Closed (265.173) [3745-66-13(A)] X $12
b) In good physical condition (265.171) [3745-66-71) X .
¢) Compatible with the wastes stored in them (265. 11?) [3745-66—?2] X
Containers are stored closed except when it 1is necessary to add or remove _l
- wastes. (265.173(a)) {3745 66-73(A)) X $12
Hazardous waste containers are stored, handled and opened in a mannef uh1ch .
prevents container rupture or leakage. (265.173(b}) [3745-66-73(8)] X
The afea uhefe containers are stored is inspected for evidence of Teaks or corrosion | 413

at least week]y and such 1nspect10ns are documented. (265.174) [3745-66-74] X

Containers holding Ignitable or Reactive waste(s) are located at least 50 feet
(15 meters) from the property line and the general requirements for handling
such wastes in Section 265.17 (physical separation, signs and safety) are

met (265.176) [3745-66-76]

Containers holding hazardous wastes are stored separate from other materials which
may interact with the waste in a hazardous manner. (265.177(c)) [3745-66-77(C)]

#12 The container holding F006 hazardous waste is ndt'stored closed.

#13 The container storage area is not inspected.

- 16 -

Revised 12784

5



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM
N/A  Remark #

=
fe-]
7]
—
[

|

Subpart K: Surface Im poundment

1. The Surface Impoundment is designed to operate with at least 2 feet (60 cm.)
of freeboard and has a structural containment system adequate to contain the

waste matertal, (265.222) [3745-67-22] X #14

i
ki
£
%
3
i

2. Earthen structural containment systems are equipped with protective cover
such as grass, shale or rock to m1n1m12e erosion from wind and water. ' : 414
X 1

(265.22) [3745-67-23]

j 3. The level of freeboard in the Surface impoundment 1s inspected at least once
! each operating day, the structural containment system is inspected at least once
' per week and all such inspections are documented. (265.226) [3745-67-26]

X #14

4. Wwhenever Surface Impoundments are used to treat or store wastes substantially
: different from previous wastes or when substantially different treatment

3 processes are used in the Surface Impoundment, the facility has insured the
safety of such changes. (265.225) [3745-67-25]

5. With the exception of emergency situations, whenever Ignitable or Reactive
wastes are placed in Surface Impoundments the facil1ity has insured the safety
of the operation by treating the waste immediately after placement in the
Surface Impoundment so that it 1s no longer Ignitable or Reactive.

(265.229 and 265.17(b}) [3745-67-29 and 3745-65-11]

6. Incompatible materials are never placed in the same Surface Impoundment
untess 1t is done in compliance with the safety requirements of Section

? 265.17(b) [3745-65-17]. (265.230) [3745-67-30]

NOTE: 1IF THE OPERATOR ELECTS ROT TO EXEMPT THE SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT FROM FURTHER REGULATIONS BY REMOVING ALL
WASTE MATERIALS, THE SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT IS SUBJECT TO THE POST-CLOSURE CARE AND GROUNDWATER MONITORING
REQUIREMENTS SPECIFIED IN SUBPART G FOR DISPOSAL FACILITIES AND SUBPART N, SECTIDN 265.310 [3745-68-10]

FOR LANDFILLS. (265.228) [3745-67-28(C)]

#14 The surface 1mp0undment was maintained with at least two feet of freeboard
' However, there is no specific method to maintain freeboard. The impoundment
is an excavated pit with no specific containment system and no discharge
structure. It is operated as a leach pit. No inspections are conducted

or documented.

X

Revised 12/84
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SUBPART F: GROUNDWATER MONITORING

Type of facility: (check appropriately)

a) surface impoundment
b) Tlandfill
¢} land treatment fac111ty

Groundwater Monitoring Program

1.

Was the groundwater monitoring program reviewed prior to site visit?
if ®"HNo",

a) MWas the groundwater program rev1ewed at the facitity prior to
site inspection?

Has a groundwater monitoring program (capable of determining the
faci1ity's impact on the quality of groundwater in the uppermost
aquifer underlying the facility) been implemented?

265.90(a) [3745-65-90(A)]

Has at least one monitoring well been installed in the uppermost
aquifer hydraulically upgradient from the 1imit of the waste
management area? 265.91{a){1) [3745-65-91(A)(1)]

a) Are'grounduater samples from the uppermost aquifer, representative

of background groundwater quality and not affected by the facility
{as ensured by proper well number, location and depths)?

- 29 -

-
L)
v

II|><|

No

X
X

Ix

Unknown Haived ,

UNDER -INTERIM STATUS STANDARDS A WASTE PILE IS NOT SUBJECT TO GROUNDWATER MONITORING REQUIREMENTS. PLEASE
NOTE, HOWEVER, THAT IF ANY HAZARDOUS WASTE FROM A WASTE PILE IS LEFT IN PLACE AT CLUSURE THE “WASTE PILE"
BECBHES A “LANDFILL' AND MUST MEET POST-CLOSURE RULES APPLICABLE TO LANDFILLS _

#15
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Yes  No  Unkne  Walved

Have at least three monitoring wells been installed hydraulically '
downgradient at the 1imit of the waste handling or management 7 ' b
area? 265.9%1(a)(2) [3745-65-91(A)(2)] _ I X

a) Do well number, Yocations and depths ensure prompt detection of
any statystically significant amounts of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents that migrate from the waste
management area to the uppermost aquifer? _ . . I

Have the locations of the waste management areas been verified to

conform with information in the groundwater program? X
. _ !

a) 1If the facility contains muitiple waste management components,

1s each component adequately monitored? . —
Do the numbers, locations, and depths of the groundwater monitoring
wells agree with the data in the groundwater monitoring system
program? If "No", explain discrepancies. b4
Well completion detatls. 265.91(c} [3745-65-91(C)]} ' X

a} Are wells properly cased?

b) Are wells screened (perforéted) and packed where necessary to
enable sampling at appropriate depths?

¢) Are annular spaces properly sealed to prevent contamination
of groundwater?

~ Revised 12/84
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Has a groundwater sampling and analysis plan been developed?
265.92(a) [3745-65-92(A}] _

a) Has it been followed?

b) 1Is the plan kept at the faciiity?

¢) Does the plan tnclude procedures and techniques for:

1)
2}
3)
4)
5)

Sample collection?
Samp1e'preservation?
Sample shipment?
Analytical procedures?

Chain of custody controi?

Are the required parameters in groundwater samples being tested

quarterly for the first year? 265.92(b) [3745-65-92(8)]

and 265.92(c)(1) [3745-65-92(C)]

a) Are the groundwater samples analyzed for the following:

1)

2)

3)

parameters characterizing the suitability of the groundwater
as a drinking water supply? 265.92(b)(1) [3745-65-92(B)(1)] .

Parameters establishing groundwater quality?
265.92(b)(2) [3745-65-92(B){2)}

Parameters used as indicators of groundwater contamination?
265.92(b)(2) [3745-65-92(B)(3)]

(1) For each indicator parameter are at least four repiicate
measurements obtained at each upgradient well for each sample
obtained during the first year of monitoring?
265.92{c){2) [3745-65-92(C}(2)]

-3 -
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100

b}

c)

d)

e)

et
1)
L%

|

(14) Are provisions made to calculate the initial background
arithmetic mean and variance of the respective parameter
concentrations or values obtatned from the upgradient well(s)
during the first year? 265.92(c)(2) [3745-65-92(C)(2)] - .

For faci11ties which have completed first year groundwater sampling
and analysis requirements:

1

2)

‘Have samples been obtained and analyzed for the groundwéter
quality parameters at least annually? 265.92(d)(1) [3745-65-92(D)(1) ] o

Have samples been obtained and ana1yzed.for the indicators of
groundwater contamination at least semi-annually?
265.92(d){2) [3745-65-92(D)(2}] 5 —

Were groundwater surface elevations determined at each monitoring
well each time a sample was taken? 265.92(e) [3745-65-92(E)] -

Were groundwater surface elevations evaluated annually to determine whether
the monitoring wells are properly placed? 265.92(f) [3745-65-92(E)] -

If 1t was-determined that modification of the number; Tlecation or depth
of monitoring wells was necessary, was the system brought into compliance
with 265.91(a) [3745-65-91(A)17 265.93(F) [3745-65-93(F)] .

Has an out11ﬁe of a groundwater quality assessment program been

prepared? 265.93(a) [3745-65-93(A)] _ .

a) Does 1t describe a program capable of determining:

1)

2)

3)

Whether hazardous waste or haiardous waste constituents have
entered the groundwater? -

The rate and extent of migration of hazardous waste or

hazardous waste constituents in groundwater? o

Cancentrations of hazarddus waste or hazardous waste
constituents in groundwater? : .

- 32 -

Unkni ~ Waived

%
o

1

Revised 12/84




b) After the first year of monitoring, have at least four replicate
measurements of each indicator parameter been obtained for samples _
taken for each well? 265.93(b) [3745-65-93(B)] — .

1) Here the results compared with the initial background means
from the upgradient well(s) determined during the first year? —_—

{1) Was each well considered individually? ' _ — —

(11} Was the Student's t-test used (at the 0.01 level of
- significance)? | . L

2) Was a significant increase {(or pH decrease as well) found in the:

(1) Upgradient wells (If "Yes", Compiiance Checklist A-2
must also be completed.) ([3745-65-93(C)(1)] o .

(11) Downgradient wells ' ' . L

11. Have records been képt of analyses for parameters in 265.92(c)
and (d) [3745-65-92(C) and (D)7 265.94(a)(1) [3745-65-94(A)(1)] S X

12. Have records been kept of groundwater surface elevations taken at the'
time of sampling for each well? 265.94(a){1) ([3745-65-94(A)(1)] —_— X

If "Yes", owner or operator must obtain, split, and analyze additional samples from the wells where a significant
difference was detected, If the difference 4s confirmed, the Director should be notified in writing within 7 days

and a groundwater assessment plan within 15 days. [3735-65-93(C}(2) and (D)(2)(3)]
13, Have records been kept of required elevations in 265.93(b) [3745-65-93(B) ]?

265.94{a)(1) [3745-65-94(A)(1)] _— X
14. Have the following been submitted to the Regional Administrator: o
265.94(a)(2) [3745-65-94(A}(2)] X

a) Inttial background cdncentrat1pns of barameters Tisted 1n 265.92(b)
[3745-65-92(B) ] within 15 days after completing each quarterly analysis _
required during the first year? S ___

Revised 12/84
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b) For each well, have any parameters whose concentrations or values
have exceeded the maximum contaminant levels allowed in drinking
water supplied been separately identified?

c) Annual rebnfts including: [3745;65—94(A)(2)]

1)

2)

3)

415

Concentrations or values of parameters used as indicators of
groundwater contamination for each well along with required
eva1uat1ons_under 265.93(b) [3745—65—93(5)]?

Any significant differences from initial background values
in upgradient wells separately 1dent1f1ed? A

Results_of the evaluation of groundwatgr surface elevations?

Comments: Subpart F

The company does not have a groundwater monitoring program,

- 34 -
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Burgess & Niple, Limited
Engineers and Architects
5085 Reed Road « Columbus, OH 43220 = {614) 459-2050

March 20, 1986

Mr. Jdames H. Russel]
Baker & Hostetler

3200 National City Center
Cleveland, OH 44114

Re: Roger Grimes' Letter
of February 27, 1986

Dear Jim:

I am in receipt of a copy of Roger Grimes' letter of February 27, 1986, which
outlines the United States Environmental Protection Agency's (U.S. EPA)
position regarding the Jones Metal Products lagoon closure. U.S. EPA has
offered the following:

1. U.S. EPA will allow Jones to cliose the two lagoons in place as RCRA
landfills.

2. A RCRA groundwater monitoring system which meets the requirements of
40CFR 265.90 would have to be installed and operated for a period of
30 years. 40CFR 265.90 reqguires that the groundwater monitoring
program:

A. be capable of determining the facilities' impact on the
uppermost aquifer which underlies the facility;

B. meet the reguirements of 40CFR 265.91 and will comply with
40CFR 265.92, 265.93, and 265.94; and

C. be operated during the post closure care period, i.e. 30 years.

3. A40CFR 265.91 requires that the groundwater monitoring system be
capable of yielding groundwater samples and must consist of at least
one monitoring well Jlocated hydrautically upgradient which is
sufficient to yield a representative sample of the uppermost aguifer
that has not been affected by the facility. This Part also reguires
installation of at Jleast three monitoring welis to be located
hydraulically downgradient of the facility.

Akron, OH«Cincinnati, OH » Cleveland, OH s Columbus, OH = Covingron. KY
Houston, TX » Mentor. OH » Parkersburg, WV = Phoenix, AZ



Burgess & Niple, Lunited

March 20, 1986

Page 2

40CFR 265.92 requires Jones to develop and follow a groundwater
sampling and analysis plan which is to be kept at the site. The Plan
must inciude procedures for sample collection, sample preservation
and shipment, analytical procedures, and chain of custody control.
Parameters to be analyzed include:

Arsenic Chloride

Barium Iron

Cadmium Manganese

Total Chromium Phenols

Fluoride Sodium

Lead Sulfate

Mercury pH

Nitrate Specific Conductance

Selenium Total Organic Carbon

Silver Total Organic Halogen
Endrin, Lindane, Methoxychlor,

Toxaphene, 2,4,0, 2,4,5,TP, Radium,
Gross Alpha and Beta Particles,
Turbidity, and Total Coliform Bacteria.

Initial background concentrations for each of these parameters must
be established. Sampling and analysis must continue on a quarterly
basis for 1 year.

At least four replicate measurements on quarterly samples must be
obtained for each of the well samples for the following parameters
during the first year:

pH

Specific Conductance
Total Organic Carbon
Total Organic Halogen

A statistical analysis must be made on the replicate samples. After
the first year, all wells must be sampled annually for Chloride,
Iron, Manganese, Phenols, Sodium and Sulfate. Samples must be
analyzed semi-annually for pH, Specific Conductance, Total Organic
Carbon, and Total Organic Halogen.

Elevation of the water level 1in each monitoring well must be
determined at the time of each sampling.



Burgess & Niple, Limited

March 20, 1986

Page 3

10.

40CFR 265.93 reguires that Jones prepare an outline of a Groundwater
Assessment Program. This Assessment must be capable of determining:

A. whether hazardous waste or hazardous constituents have entered
the groundwater;

B. the rate and extent of migration of the hazardous waste or
hazardous constituents;

C. the concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous constituents
in the groundwater.

If statistically significant dincreases in contaminant Tlevels or
decreases in pH occur, Jones must notify U.S. EPA that the facility
may be affecting groundwater gquality. Jones must also develop a plan
for a Groundwater Assessment Program for the facility. Jones must
then implement the Plan to determine the rate and extent of migration
of hazardous waste or hazardous constituents and must report the
concentrations of these polliutants.

40CFR 265.93(7)(ii) limits the Groundwater Assessment activity if it
was begun after closure of the lagoons. At Teast annually, Jones will
have to monitor and report static water levels in accordance with
40CFR 265.92(c) in order to make certain that the monitoring wells
are satisfactorily located as required by 265.91(a}.

40CFR 265.94 requires recordkeeping for data obtained and submittal
to U.S. EPA on prescribed dates. This information 1is related to
measurements taken while the site is active, and for the post-closure
period,

There is no reference for the regulatory requirements for a
"post-closure permit."”

40CFR 265.143 requires Jones to provide evidence of the financial
capability to close the existing lagoons.

40CFR 265.145 requires Jones to provide evidence of the financial
capability to fund the post-closure activities during the
post-closure period.

40CFR 265.112, 265.228, and 265.310 describe the elements to be
included in the Closure Plan.

I am enclosing a copy of the cited Federal Regulations with the appropriate
sections highlighted.



Burgess & Niple, Limited

March 20, 1986

Page 4

I would 1ike you to consider the following settlement approach which is simpler
and embodies the intent of Grimes' request:

1.

2.

GROUNDWATER MONITORING PLAN

A.

Jones will install one upgradient and three downgradient
monitoring wells in Tlocations identified as a part of the
Groundwater Monitoring Plan. The wells will be constructed in
accordance with 40CFR 265.91(c).

The wells will be installed as a part of the lagoon closure
activities as jdentified in the Lagoen Closure Plan.

Jones will maintain the monitoring wells for a period of at
least 10 years after the lagoon closure is completed.

The upgradient well will be installed at a location and depth
which can reasonably be expected to be representative of the
background groundwater quality in the uppermost aguifer near the
facility.

The downgradient wells will be installed at locations and depths
which can reasonably be expected to be representative of
groundwater quality in the uppermost aqguifer hydraulically
downgradient of the facility.

GROUNDWATER ASSESSMENT

A.

Upon completion of the installation of the groundwater
monitoring wells, Jones will sample each well for the foliowing
parameters on a gquarterly basis for 1 year:

pH Arsenic
Specific Conductance Barium
Total Organic Carbon Cadmium
Total Organic Halogen Total Chromium
Chioride Fluoride
Iron Lead
Manganese Mercury
Phenols Nitrate
Sodium Selenium
Sulfate Silver
Endrin, Lindane, Methoxychlor,

Toxaphene, 2,4,D, 2,4,5,TP, Radium,
Gross Alpha and Beta Particles,
Turbidity, and Total Coliform Bacteria.



Burgess & Niple, Limited

March 20, 1986

Page 5

After the first year, each of the monitoring wells will be
sampled quarterly for:

pH

Specific Conductance
Total Organic Carbon
Total Organic Halogen

After the first year, each of the monitoring wells will be
sampled semi-annually for:

Chioride
Iron
Manganese
Phenols
Sodium
Sulfate

One replicate measurement will be made for each sample for each
well during the 12-month period. The arithmetic mean of all
values will be computed for the four quarterly samples taken
during the 12-month period and will constitute the background
condition at the time of closure. _

Jones will collect quarterly and semi-annual samples, as
described in Item 2.A., from each of the four wells and will
report the information to the Regional Administrator not more
than 15 days after completing the semi-annual analysis. The
sampling requirement will be reviewed after each year to
determine the need for continuation, but shall not exceed a
10-year period following closure of the lagoons.

3. SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN

A.

Jones will prepare a Monitoring Well Sampling and Analysis Plan
for the four monitoring wells and will submit the Plan to U.S.
EPA not more than 45 days after the effective date of the CAFO.
The plan will include procedures and techniques for sample
collection; sample preservation and shipment; analytical
procedures; and chain of custody control.

4, RECORD KEEPING

A,

Jones will keep accurate records of all monitoring well
laboratory analyses and the associated groundwater elevations
observed at the time of sampling. Reports will be forwarded to
U.S. EPA not more than 15 days after completion of the
laboratory analysis.
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5.

6.

SCHEDULE FOR IMPLEMENTATION

A.

Within 30 days after signing the CAF0, Jones shall submit a
schedule for closing the existing lagoons which shall include
the following events:

LAGOON

A.

Completing Detail Plans of Specifications for Wastewater
Diversion and Construction of Wastewater Treatment
Facilities

Submittal of Proposed Groundwater Monitoring Well Locations
Submittal of Sampling and Analysis Plan

Submittal of Closure Plan for Existing Lagoons

Receiving Approval of Permit to Install

Award of Wastewater Collection and Treatment Construction
Contracts

Obtaining NPDES Permits from Ohio EPA
Start-up of Wastewater Treatment Facilities
Closure of Existing Lagoons Started

Closure of Existing Lagoons Completed,

CLOSURE PLAN

Jones will submit a Lagoon Closure Plan which shall include:

1.

the steps to be taken to close the existing lagoons in
place in accordance with our letter dated March 11, 1985;

an estimate of the amount of sludge to remain in the
lagoons following closure;

an estimate of the amount of time required to close the
tagoons;

an estimate of cost for closure; and

a schedule for installing the monitoring wells.
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10.

11.

SCHEDULE FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF CLOSURE PLAN
A. The Closure Plan shall contain a schedule for implementation.
FINANCIAL ASSURANCE FOR CLOSURE

A. Jones shall submit information to U.S. EPA to document that
adequate funds are on deposit for closure and installation of
the groundwater monitoring welis.

FINANCIAL ASSURANCE FOR POST-CLOSURE ACTIVITIES

A. Jones shall submit information to U.S. EPA to document that
adequate funds are on deposit for completing the sampling and
analysis plan for a 10-year period after closure of the lagoons.

POST-CLOSURE PERMIT APPLICATION

A. Jones shall complete a Post-Closure Permit application on forms
provided by U.S. EPA within 90 days of completing the Tlagoon
closure acitivities.

CIVIL PENALTY

A. Jones will pay a civil penalty of $10,000 in consideration of
the acceptance of the CAFO.

Jim, you can expand on the legal language and clean up my draft as you desire.
I believe, however, that the technical aspects of my Proposal are sound, are
considerably simpler than those proposed by U.S. EPA, and embody the intent of
their proposed settlement.

I estimate that the potential cost for the closure in place and laboratory fees
are as follows:

Reports, Closure Plans, Schedules, etc. $ 35,000
Monitoring Well Installation 25,000
Lagoon Closure 200,000
Laboratory Fees (10-year Period) 30,000

TOTAL ESTIMATED COST $300,000
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As a comparison, we have previously estimated that the cost for closure by
removing all of the material would be in the range of $450,000 to $500,000.

Perhaps you, Ed and I can get together to finalize our proposal at your
earliest convenience.

$incerely,
PR Y \

7 kS
7

\ ! i
James™D. Edwards

% JDE :mec
“Enclosure
cc: Mr. Ed Bell
Mr. Mark Rowland
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RE: Jones Metal Products Company

et

Dear Ji%?

In&an effort to assist you and Jones Metal Products Company
{JOH&S)%iB reaching sowme conclusions on this matter, I want to
convey to you several recent developments here in Chicago.
Following our last conversation, Paul Dimock and I considered
p05$iblg ways through which we could settle this matter while
at the same time leaving in place the material in the lagoons.
We. pelieve there is a way tc to this, and this has been discussed
with the management in the Waste Management Division. Should
JDHQS'dggiﬁe]ﬁo-“close“ the lagoons, and leave the hazardous
wastes in place, those lagoons would have to be closed as RCRA
landfills. Several requirements must go along with such a
clogurei First, a RCRA groundwater monitoring system meeting
the reghirements of 40 CFR 265.90 would have to be installed
and operated for a minimum of 30 years. Secondly, the Agency
woild r%quire a permit application from Jones for a "post-closure
permit®. Among the requirements for such a post~clousre permit
would bs the groundwater monitoring system and financial assurance
for posf~clousre care of the closed landfill. This financial
assnran%e would have to come about in two stages: First, prior
to the ¢ompletion of the closure activity the financial assurance
would have to conform to the requirements of 40 CFR 265.143.
Following completion of the closure activity, the post-clousre
£inancial assurance would have to conform to 40 CFR 265.145. A
closure plan would have to be approved by the Agency and would
include provision for both the groundwater monitoring as well
as the pre—- and post-closure financial assurance. The closure
pian ithself must conform o 40 CFR 265.112 (which encompasses
provisions from both 40 CFR 265.228 and 40 CFR 265.310).

!

In%our discussion we attempted to think through the content
of & Compliance Agreement and Final oOrder {CAFO)Y for settlement
in this, manner. As we see 1t, a CAFO would have to contain tha

s B
followihg elements:

Pl

1




P

5. A schedule for the implementation of the variocus
plang and programs.

¥

v .

* 1. 3ubmission of a proposed plan for a groundwater
monitoring system.

¥ 2. gubmission of a written outline for a groundwater

b assessment program,

% 3. Submission of a sampling and analysis plan.

§

; 4. provision for proper record keeping.

Submission of a closure plan in accordance with 40
CFR 265,112, 265.228, and 265.310.

=
o
*

¢ 7. A schedule for implementation of the closure plan.

8. A provision for the establishment of financial
assurance for closure.

3. A provision for the establishment of financial
assurance for post-closure.

10. A provisicn for the submissicon of a post-closure
permit application.

=l

11. A provision for the payment of a substantial
portion of the proposed civil penalty,

BRI o A

As we conceived it, several of the items specified above
would h% submitted to the Agency within a certain number of
days @ ier the entry of the CAFPO. Upon approval by the Agency,
Jones wihuld be reguired to implement the various plans and
programi in accordance with approved schedules for such
lm?;eﬁmg tations.

e believe that this proposal is likely to save a substantial
ancunt Jnoney  for Jones because it does not contemplate complete
eZoavatilo £ oary the materials from the lagoons. Moreover, we
heiiev *that this proposal is very near the "bottom line" of
what J% Agency can offer in settlement of this matter. Let nme
reiteraje that the intensity of the pressure oun Paul and me to
resolves this matter has been increasing. We, like you, are

very i ested in completed a CAFO if at all possible within

the monith of March.

|
|
.
3
I
{

i



-

If lafter your review of this proposal you believe it holds
some poésibiiiﬁy for settlement, please oontact us and we can
draft a 'CAFC to embody this proposal.

Very tr%iy youfs,
e E‘ET

g

Lrimes
Assistant Regional Counsgel
i
C.C, manitin zuwBED

:

LR

R~

R

TS MR
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BAKER &8 HOXTETLER
COUNSELLO®RS AT LAW

\
IN WASHINGTON, DLC. 3200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER AN ORLAMDTD, FLORIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W.

- " o 13TH FLOOE BARNETT DLara
WaASHINGTON, (3.0 20036 CLEVELAMND, OHIO 44114
{Z0z) BEl-ISDO s
{z16) 8RI-OEO00

ORLANDD, FLORIDE 2R80]
! i308) 8401
N CoLumBus, Orio
&8 FAsST STATE STREET
COLUMBUS, OHIO 43215 TELECOPIERI {218} 8Bd- 0740

(&1} 228 $54]

TWX BI0 4RI-BOTS I BENVER, COLORADC
L3033 RASTI7TH AVENLE
DENVER, COLoRADO BO203
{G02) 8510800

January 7, 1986

DIRECT DlaL NUMEBER

@el 8E1-7356

Roger M. Grimes

Assistant Regional Counsel

U. 8. Environmental Protection
Agency

Region 5

230 South Dearborn

Chicago, IL 60604

Re: USEPA v. The Jones Metal Products Company
Your Docket No. V-W-85~R-21

Dear Roger:

This will confirm our agreement that vou and Paul
Dimock and T will meet in vour office at 9 a.m. on January
14. As you know, I will be at Region 5 for ancther meeting
at 1:00 p.m. that day, and it is helpful to me and Jdones
Metal to be able to spend some time with you and Paul whils
T am in the Loop on another matter. Thank you for your
~onsideration. ‘

s we discussed, the point I want to raise with
Paul is this: Jones cannot sign a consent order that
silently allows the Agency to later contend that Jones
is an electroplater or a RCRA facility. For example,
vou and I had already agreed that our consent order
could be silent on Jones®’ RCRA status But Paul wants
the RCRA Civil Penalty Pollcy to apply in computing the
monetary penaity. I believe that you and I will ulti-
mately somehow agree on money, but this event illustrates
the problem. If Paul can contend that the RCRA Civil
Penalty Policy applies notwithstanding our oral agleement .
that the consent order can be silent on RCRA compliance,
then he can contend later on that Jones is an electroplater
with RCRA obligations, even though Jones signed a congent
order that is silent on RCRA. Jones cannct enter inte
such a settlement.
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Roger M. Grimes
January 7, 1986
Page Two

I believe that this case can still be settlad,
but only if we all ask the right question together. That
question is: "Can this case be settled, and if so, how?®
The question is not whether Jones is an electroplater. If
the K062 rulemaking comes out favorably for Jones, I don't
see how the Agency would ever prevaill against Joneg.

I think this case is a good one for the Agency
to settle, but it will have to be on a basis that gives
Jones a better deal than what it could get 1f K062 goes
against Jones. If the Agency can't do that, Jones is
better off waiting out the rulemaking and moving to stay
your action until that time, if you pursue us.

Let's talk on the l4th and see 1if together we
can get off this electroplating issue and on to gomething

that will settle this case. I have some ideas I'd 1like
to suggest to vou at that time. ’

I'm looking forward to seeing vou.
Sincerely,

N

‘/liﬂ./\.,w'\

J%me[ H. Russell

0488:2508 kJ

co: BEdmund S. Bell
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan

Y
!
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECHGN AGENCY

2
= REGION S
P 23¢ SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
% A CHICAGO, ILLINGIS 60604
A proe
1 9 BEG igas REPLY TOTHE ATTENTION OF
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Jones Metal Products Company Proposal for

Settlement .
=
FROM: Roger Grimes ﬁi; , iituﬁgk//”
‘ Assistant Regional unsel

TO: The File

On December 12, 1985, Jim Russell contacted me to convey a
proposal from the Jones Metal Products Company (JMP) for
settlement of a RCRA complaint. JMP's proposal has essentially
three parts:

1. JMP will install monitoring wells in accordance
with RCRA guidelines; that is, one up-gradient
well, and threes down-gradient wells.

2., JMP will agree to a substantially reduced set
of sample analyses. The Company has reviewed
the Appendix VIII sampling reguirements and
will agree to sample and analyze for all com-
pounds on the Appendix VIII list that they

have used in the past. As Russell explained it,
this would be something like 5% of the com-
pounds listed in Appendix VIII.

3. The Company will be willing to sign a consented
Administrative Order providing that the A.0. does
not find specifically that JMP's facility is
a RCRA~regulated facility.

One additional concept that we discussed was that the
Company would want the A.0. to give it full “"protection" for
all past RCRA violations in the event that the presently pending
rulemaking is not decided in its favor. Essentially, what
this proposal will do is to cause the Company to come into RCRA
compliance without admitting that it is a RCRA facility. all
pasted RCRA-type violations will be addressed in the A.O0., but
following the decision on the pending rulemaking action



further violations could be Ffound.

Russell did not want to discuss the penalty amount as
proposed in the RCRA complaint. We both agreed to hold that
digcussion until such time as we could reach conceptual agreement
on the issuance of a CAFO.

We left our discussion that I would contant Dimock,
discussed this proposal and then get back to Russell. He and
the Company would be happy to come to Chicago to Einalize any
agreement that we could reach.

oc:  Rodger Field
Mary Gade
Paul Dimock (WMD)
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BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WasHiNGTON, D.C. 9200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER IN ORLANDO. FLORIDA
10S0 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W. CLEV 14 I3TH FLOGR BARNETT PLAZA
WASHINGTON,D.C, 20036 ELAND, OIIC 44 ORLANDO. FLORIDA 32801

(262) 8611500 ( ) [(30s) aa-00)
218} a21-0200

iN COLUMBUS, QHIO TWX B10 421-8375 IN DENVER, COLORADO
65 EAST STATE STREET 303 EAST I7TH AVENUE
CoLuMBuUs, OHIC 43215 TELECOPIER: (210} 806-0740 DeENVER, COLORADO 80203

(G4} 228-154] November 8, 1985 {(2303) 861-0600

DIRECT DCIAL NUMBER

(2is) 861-7356

Docket Clerk

Office of Scolid Waste (WH-562)

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

401 M Street, S5.W.

Washington, D.C. 20460

Re: Section 3001--Spent Pickle Liquor Notice

Dear Sir:

_ The Jones Metal Products Company ("Jones") wishes
to comment on the Agency's Notice of. Proposed Rulemaking and
Request for..Comments and Data appearing in the Federal Register
of September 10, 1985, 50 FR 36966.

: Jones 1s a porcelain enameller located in West
LaFayette, Ohioc 43845 (614/545-6381), I.D. No. OHD(004280897.
Jones has been a porcelain enameller at this location since
1923. It employs approximately 200 people.

In August, 1980, Jones carefully considered whether
to file a Part AApplication, under the May 19, 1980 RCRA Regula-
tions. Jones decided not to do so for the following reasons:

1. The neutralized spent pickle liguor that
Jones uses contains no chromium nor lead.
Jones' EP Toxicity tests at that time
showed that the neutralized spent pickle
liquor was not characteristic waste.

Jones therefore concluded that the Agency's
reason for listing K062--its lead and
chromium content--was not intended to

apply to Jones' neutralized spent pickle
liquor.

2. Jones engaged in no activity described or
contemplated hy SIC Code 3312.



Barer & HOSTETLER

Docket Clerk
November 8, 1985
Page Two

Jones therefore decided in August, 1980, as it
would decide today, that the K062 listing was not waste that
the Agency intended to regulate as applied to Jones. Jones
strongly denies that "industry generally understood the
listing to apply to non-iron and steel facilities," as the
Agency contends at Page 36968 of the NPRM. Jones certainly
never understood the listing in that way. And if that
understanding were generally true, the Skinner memorandum
would have been unnecessary,

In 1984, Jones considered, with other members of
the Porcelain Enamel Institute, whether the Skinner memorandum
should cause Jones and porcelain enamellers to change the
conclusion. that K062 did not apply to waste such as Jones'
neutralized spent pickle liguor. Jones found the Skinner
memorandum to be confusing, but after careful consideration
the company reaffirmed its prior conclusion of 1980, based
on the facts contained in above paragraphs number 1 and 2.

‘Please direct all gquestions concerning these
comments to the undersigned.

Sincerely,

ames H. Russell
i .

0488:2508
05879-60-001

cc: Edmund S§. Bell, Jr.
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan



BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WasHINGTON, D.C. 8200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER IN ORLANDO, FLORIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W. I3TH FLOOR BARNETT PLAZA

WasHINGTON, D.C. 20036

CLEVELAND, OHIO 4414 ORLANDO, FLORIDA 3280I

(zo02) 8s1-1500 (305) 841-11

IN CoLumBuUSs, OHIO
65 EAST STATE STREET
CoLumBus, OHIO 43215

(s14) 228-1541

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

(2i8)

(218) 821-0200
In DENVER, COLORADO
303 EAST I7TH AVENUE
DENVER, COLORADO 80203
(303)861-0600

TWX BlO 421-8375

TELECOPIER: (218) 626-0740

November 8, 1985

8€1~7356

United States Environmental
Protection Agency

Waste Management Division
230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604

ATTENTION: RCRA Enforcement Section, 5S5HE-12

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company
I.D. No. OHD004280897

Dear Sir:

This is the response of the Jones Metal Products
Company to the Agency's Request for Information Pursuant to
Section 3007 of RCRA,

Jones has no RCRA land disposal facility, and no
interim status. Jones generates no hazardous waste, based on
the EP Toxicity test for characteristic waste. Jones is
awaiting a determination by USEPA as to whether Jones' neutra-
lized spent pickle liquor is K062 listed waste. Jones' comments
on this Agency rulemaking are attached and self-explanatory.

Please direct all questions or comments concerning
this response to the undersigned.

Sincerely,

vy /1

Jamgs H. Russell

0488:2508
05879-60-001

cc: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan



BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

1IN WasHINGTON, D.C. 3200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER IN QRLANDO, FLORIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AVE., N.W. CLEV 114e 1I3TH FLOOR BARKETT PLAZA
WasHINGTON,D.C. 20036 ELAND, OHIO CRLANDC, FLORIDA 32801

[2o2) 861600 ( ) [=Y=2-3¥-FARIII
218) azi-o200

In CoLumMaUs, ORIO TWX 810 421-8375 iN DENVER, COLORADO
€5 Fast STaTE STREET 303 £AST I7TH AVENUE
CoLUMBUS, ORIO 43215 TELECOPIER: (218} 806-0740 OENVER, COLORADS BO203

{(614) 2251541 {303) 8610600
November 8, 1985

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

(z:6) 861-7356

Docket Clerk

Office of Sclid Waste {(WH-562)
United States Envirommental
Protection Agency

401 M Street, B8.W.

Washington, D.C. 20460

Re: Section 3001--Spent Pickle Liquor Notice

Dear Sir:

The Jones Metal Products Company ("Jones") wishes
to comment on the Agency's Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and
Request for.Comments and Data appearing in the Federal Register
of September 10, 1985, 50 FR 36966.

Jones is a porcelain enameller located in West
LaFayette, Ohio 43845 (614/545-6381}, I.D. No. OHD00428089%97.
Jones has been a porcelain enameller at this location since
1923. It employs approximately 200 people.

In August, 1980, Jones carefully considered whether
to file a Part A Application, under the May 19, 1980 RCRA Regula-
tions. Jones decided not to do so for the following reasons:

1. The neutralized spent pickle ligquor that
Jones uses contains no chromium nor lead.
Jones' EP Toxicity tests at that time
showed that the neutralized spent pickle
ligquor was not characteristic waste.

Jones therefore concluded that the Agency's
reason for listing K062--its lead and
chromium content--was not intended to

apply to Jones' neutralized spent pickle
liguor.

2. Jones engaged in no activity described or
contemplated by SIC Code 3312.



BAKER & HOSTETLER

Docket Clerk
November 8, 1985
Page Two

Jones therefore decided in August, 1980, as it
would decide today, that the K062 listing was not waste that
the Agency intended to regulate as applied to Jones. Jones
strongly denies that "industry generally understood the
listing to apply to non-iron and steel facilities," as the
Agency contends at Page 36968 of the NPRM. Jones certainly
never understood the listing in that way. And if that
understanding were generally true, the Skinner memorandum
would have been unnecessary.

In 1984, Jones considered, with other members of
the Porcelain Enamel Institute, whether the Skinner memorandum
should cause Jones and porcelain enamellers to change the
conclusion that K062 did not apply to waste such as Jones'
neutralized spent pickle liquor. Jones found the Skinner
memorandum to be confusing, but after careful consideration
the company reaffirmed its prior conclusion of 1980, based
on the facts contained in above paragraphs number 1 and 2.

Please direct all questions concerning these
comments to the undersigned,

Sincerely,

ames H. Russell
i

0488:2508
05879-60-001

cc: Edmund S8, Bell, Jr,
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan



BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WASHINGTON, D.C. 3200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER IN ORLANDO, FLORIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AVE,, N.W. I3TH FLOOR BARNETT fLazA
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036 CLEVELAND, OHIO 4<4il4 ORLANDO, FLORIDA 32801

(2o2) 881-1500 (218) 821-0200 (30s)841-111
10 -

In CoLumMmBus, OHIO TWX 810 421-8375 IN DENVER, COLORADD
65 EAST STATE STREET £y 303 EAST I7TH AVENUE
CoLumeus, Ouic 43215 TELECOPIER:(218) 308-0740 @@ DENVER, COLORADC 80203

2z8-1541 N T (303) BBI1-0600
(o 2z October 2, 1935 '-M

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

@8)  861-7356

Roger M., Grimes

Assistant Reglonal Counsel

U. S. Envirconmental Protection
Agency

Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, IL 60604

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company
Docket No. V-W-85-R-21
Consent Agreement and Final Order

Dear Roger:

This will confirm our telephone agreement with you and
Paul Dimock last week. We will prepare a second draft consent
order and forward it to you for review. It is our goal to
find a common ground between Paul's draft order and the one
we will send to you. Jones wants to settle, as you know.

The reason we cannot go along with Paul's draft order is
that it makes incorrect legal assumptions about Jones' status
as ‘a TSDF. Jones never was an electroplater. Now, having
discontinued its porcelain enameling operation, it could never
be deemed an electroplater without the nickel/sulfate bath .
that was part of the enameling operation. Jones is no longer
a porcelain enameler, and all Jones' EP toxicity tests are
negative,

Thus, the only legal ground on which the Agency could
base the treatment requirements in Paul's draft order is very
questionable; i.e., that Jones has K062 waste and is part of
the iron and steel finishing industry. As you know, the
Agency itself has thrown this view into question. Please see
the attached Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and Request for

- Comments and Data, dated September 10. Comments are due
November 12.



BAKER & HOSTETLER

Roger M. Grimes
October 2, 1985
Page Two

Jones has asked me whether Jones is legally reguired
to comply with the terms of Paul's order. I clearly cannot
say yes, for the reasons shown above, and I'm very close
to saying no altogether, pending the outcome of the Agency's
NPRM. However, we would like to have a settlement much
-soponer than that.

I therefore believe that Paul's order truly overreaches,
and we will send you a draft that does not make the wrong
legal assumptions. I hope you continue to believe, as I do,
that this case can be settled soon. ‘

Many thanks for your cooperation. Please let me know
if you have any questions. I will be out of the ocffice during
most of the weeks of October 7 and October 14, but we will

try to get back to you before October 29, if that is accept-
able to you. '

Sincerely,
\

J s H. Russell

0488:2508
05879-60~001

cc: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.
Paul Dimock
James Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan
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Part Il

Environmental
Protection Agency

40 CFR Part 261
Hazardous Waste Management System;

1dentification and Listing of Hazardous

Waste; Proposed Rule and Request for
Comments and Data :
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EMVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 261
[SWH-FRL 2857-5]

Hazardous Waste Management
System; Identification and Listing of
Hazardous Wasts

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency,

ACTION; Notice of Proposed Ralemaking
and Reiuest for Comments and Data.

summany: The U.S, Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) is today
requesting comments and data on issues
pertaining to the scope of the listing for
spent pickle Hauor from steel finishing
operaticns cor.tained in the Hazardous
waste regulations under the Resource
Conservaticn and Recovery Act
(RCRA). EPA is taking this action in
response to a rulemaking petition
challenging the Agency's interpretation
of the listing.

Today's notice outlines the history of
regulatory actions concerning spent
pickle liquor, raises issues arising from
the marner in which the listing is
written, and seeks comment on possible
resolutions of these issues.

DATE: EPA will accept comments on this
notice until November 12, 1985.

ADCRESSES: Comir ents on this notice
should be sent to the Docket Clerk,
Office of Solid Waste (WH-562), U.S.
Environmental Protection Ageney, 401 M
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20460,
Comments should identify the regulatory
docket number “Section 2001—Spent
pickle liguor notice.” ‘

The dacket for this notice is locatied in
Rooms 5-2124, U.S. Environments!
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW,,
Washington, DC 20460, and is available
for viewing from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.,
Menday through Friday. excluding legal
holidays. )

FOR FURTHER INFGRMATION CONTALT:
RCRA Hotline, toll free, at (809) 424~
9348 or at (202) 382-3000. For technical
information contact Jacqueline Sales,
Oifice of Solid Waste (WH-582B), U.S.
Environmental Protaction Agency, 401 M
Street, SW,, Washington, DC 20460,
{202) 382-4770.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
nuriber of porcelain enamel
companies~~the Hobart Corporation,
Majy tag Co., Magic Chef Inc., and State
Industries—have filed a rulemaking
petition with the Agency requesting that
EPA clarify the listing description for
“zpent pickle liquor from steel finishing

operations”! (40 CFR 261.32—EPA
Hazardous Waste No. K062) to indicate
that the listing applies only to wastes
generated by the iron and steel industry,
The petitioners have argued that EPA’s
supporting documents for this listing, as
well as the listing description itseif,
support such a narrow interpretation.
The Agency. on the cther hand, has
interpreted the listing more broadly to
apply to all persons who generate spent
aeid from the pickling of steel. This
notice requests comment on this matter
and seeks comment on poszible
resolution of these 1ssues,

1. Background

A, Agency Actions Regarding Spent
Pickle Liguor from Steel Finishing
Operations

On December 18, 1878, EPA proposed
to list as hazardous wastes certain
industrial process wastes, including
“spent pickle liquor from stes! finishing -
operations generated by establishments
in Standard Industrial Classification
(SIC) code 3312" {see FR 43, 58946).2
EPA proposed to list spent pickle liquor
because it is corrosive and because it
typically contains high levels of
chromium and lead.

On May 19, 1980, when EPA
promulgated the first phase of the °
hazardous waste regulations under
Subtitle C of RCRA, we included in the
interim final list of hazardous waste
both spent pickle liquor from steel
finishing operations (EPA Hazardous
Waste No. K062) and sludge from lime
treatment of spent pickie liguor fram
steel finishing operations (EPA
Hazardous Waste No. KX053).2 The
Agency again listed these waste as
hazardous because of their chromium
and lead content; corrosivity also was
included as a basis for listing the spent
pickle liquor. However, we no longer
referred to the listings as applying solely
to SiC code 3312, ]

On November 12, 1980, the Agency
finaiized its list of hazardous waste,
including spent pickle liguor from steel
finishing operations; however, we
deleted lime stabilized waste pickle
liguer sledge (LSWPLS) from steel
finisning operaticns from the list of
hazardous waste and instead relied on
the provisions in 40 CFR 261.3{c){2) to
retain regulatory canirol of these

! Spent pickle liquor is a strongly acidic solution
generated frem an industrial process which removes
oxide scale fom stee! surfaces.

*8IC code 3312 includes facilities engaged in the
manufacture of steel and steel parts from pig iron,
iran ore, or srap iron, .

*The sludge is generated by a well krown
technique invelving lime neutralization,
flocculation, clarification, and dewatering of the
resultant sluge. :

treatment sludges.* The Agency,
however, indicated that it would
consider an industry-wide rulemaking
petition to exclude these sludges from
RCRA control if representative data
were submitted which demonstrated
that these wastes are non-hazardous.®
See 45 FR 74688.

On March 16, 1981, the American Iron
and Stee] Institute (AiSI) submitted a
rulemaking petition requesting an
industry-wide exclusion of LEWPLS
generated by the iron and steel industry.
In response to this petition, the Agency
considered data submitted by AISI and
additional data from site-specific
delisting petitions from the iron and
steel industry. Site-specific delisting
petitions for LSWPLS generated by
industries other than iron and steel have
alse been submitted to the Agency. We
decidad, however, to limit our
evaluation of the request for an
industry-wide exclusion to iron and
steel because of the petition dealt only
with iron and steel wastes. In addition,
EPA was concerned that agents such as
organics which interfere with effective
treatment could be present in LSWPLS
from non-iron and steel facilities as a
recult of commingling spent pickle liquor
with other process waste, (See Notice of
Avzilability of Data, 49 FR 427, January
4, 19584, for further details.)

Thus, on January 4, 1984, the Agency
published in the Federal Register a list
of the available data contained in the
administrative record for Agency action
on the AISI rulemaking petition. EPA
noted specifically that the existing
listing applied to industries other than
iron and steel, and that the Agency was
contemplating action only with regard to
LSWPLS generatad by the iron and steel
industry. See 49 FR at 429. This was
because steel finishing is praciiced by a
diverse group of industry categnries, as
evidenced by data from the RCRA
notification data base,® and that
adequate treaiment of the spent pickle
Hquor could not be assured in these
other industry categories. In particular,
we stated that in making a decision
whether to exclude LSWELS we would

*The provisions in 40 CFR £61.3(c)(2){i} indicate
that wastes derived from the treaiment of a iisted
hazardous waste are considered hazardous unless
and until delisted pursuant to 46 CFR 260.20 and
260.22,

*Data from delisting petitions indicate that
organic-containing waste may interfere with the
lime freatment progess and result in ineffective lime
stabilization,

¢Date from the RCRA Hazardous Waste Data
Management System indicate that facilities from
industrial classes such as Ingdustrial Qrganic
Chemicals (SIC 286}, Paints, Varnishes, Lacquers,
Enamels {SIC 285), Adhesives, Sealants, Printing
Ink, Other {SIC 2889) generate LSWFPLS.
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only consider those industries where
data demonstrate that the treatment
process is controlled so that lime
treatment is effective, and where the
Agency has assurances that other toxic
constitutents were not present in
LSWPLS at levels of regulatory concern
as a result of commingling of spent
pickle liquor with other waste before
treatment. See 43 FR at 429. :

After careful review of the available
data, the Agency concluded that lime
treatment of spent pickle liquor
generated by plants within the iron and
steel industry is effective, and that
LSWPLS generated by this process is
frequently and typically non-hazardous.
Therefore, on June 5, 1984, the Agency
promulgated a final rule to exclude
“LSWPLS generated by the iron and
stee] industry (SIC Codes 331 and 332}
from the presumption of hazardousness
contained in the regulations. At the
same time, the Agency stated that it will
continue to process site-specific
delisting petitions from industries other
than iron and steel. {See Final Rule, 48
FR 23234, June 5, 1884} EPA did not
receive any public comments to the
Notice of Data Availability questioning
the Agency's statement that the listing
applies to wastes other than those
generated by the iron and sieel industry.

On July 27, 1984, in an interpretive
memorandum from John Skinner,
Director of the Gffice of Salid Waste, to
EPA Regional Waste Management
Division Directors, EPA headauarters
provided clarification on several
questions and issues pertaining to the
K062 listing. The Agency again stated
that the spent pickle liquor listing
applies to all persons engaged in steel
finishing who generate spent pickle
liquer, and is not limited to the iron and
steel industry.

B, Industry Concerns With the Agency's
Interpretation of the Spent Pickle Liguor
Listing

On February 6, 1985, a rulemaking
petition was submitted to EPA on behalf
of the [{obart Corporation, Magic Chef,
Inc., the Maytag Co., and State
Industries pursuant to the provisions of
40 CFR 260.20. The four companies
requested that EPA amend its existing
regulations and limit the scope of the
spent pickle liquor listing to those
companies within the iron and steel
industry, specifically, SIC code 3312.
The petitioners argue that the plain
language of the listing indicates that it
applies only to the iron and steel
industry. The basis for their claim is that
spent pickle liquor is listed as a process-
specific waste in 40 CFR 261.32—Waste
From Specific Scources under the sub-
heading "Iron and Steel”; therefore they

interpreted the listing to cover only
facilities within the iron and steel
industry. If the Agency intended the
listing to cover a cross-section of
industties, the petitioners believe the
Agency should have listed these wastes
under the generic category in 40 CFR
261.31—Waste From Non-Specific
Sources. They view EPA’s original 1978
propesal where the Agency propesed to
list spent pickle liquor generated

- specifically from the iron and steel

industry {SIC code 3312) as
corroborating this reading. The
petitioners alsc pointed out that EPA's
background document to the listing
supports the narrower interpretation
since it also addresses only spent acid
and LSWPLS generated from the iron
and steel industry,

Furthermore, various program offices
of EPA itself have interpreted the listing
to apply only to iron and steel industry
waste. Thus, in promuigating effluent
limitation guidelines for the porcelain
enameling industry, the Agency
concluded that wastewaler treatment
sludges from this industry subcategory
are expected to be non-hazardous under
RCRA, and thus were not considered to
be listed hazardous wastes (see EPA,
Development Document for Effluent
Guidelines and Standards for Porcelain
Enameling Point Source Category, EPA
440/1-82/072, November 1982).

In addition, several States and EPA
Regional Offices have interpreted the
listing as covering only the iron and
steel industry (see discussion in Section
IL of today's notice). The petitioners
state that they have acted in reliance on
their understanding that spent pickle
liguor from their facilities was not
covered by the K082 listing, so that
substantial amounts of lime treated
sludge from the treatment of the spent
acid have been disposed of as non-
hazardous wasie [since these treated
sludges do not exhibit any of the
characteristics of hazardous waste}.

The Porcelain Enamel Institute (PEI,
the trade association for the porcelain
enamel industry, also opposed EPA's
interpretation of the listing. Many of the
points outlined by the petitioners were
also made by PEl in several meetings
and correspondence with EPA {s2e
references 1 and 2).7

H. Reason for Today’s Notice

The Agency acknowledges that
although EPA headquarters has

* PEl has filed a lawsuit challenging the Agency's
regulation inscfar as it pertains to :he porcelain
enameling industry. Porcelain Ename! Ins!itute v.
EPA, No. 84-1452 {1L.C. Cir. 1984). This case is in
abeyance pending EPA's action on the rulemaking
petition.

consistently interpreted the K062 listing
as applying to all industry categories
that engage in steel finishing and
generate spent pickle liquer or LSWPLS,
one EPA Regional office and some
States have implemented the narrower
interpretation of the listing.® Thus, the
Agency is today making available to the
public both the EPA and industry
positions on the scope of the listing, The
industry position has already been
svmmarized in Section LB. of today's
notice. Also see rulemaking petition
dated February 6, 1985, and letters from
PEI dsted March 27, 1584, and August
13, 1984, in the RCRA docket.

The Agency's poeition ig as follows:
EPA believes the rule can be understood
to apply to more than iron and steel

‘plants because it applies to spent pickle
liguor “from steel finishing operations.”
Thus, persons engaging in steel finishing
operations are within the scope of the
rule if they generate this waste. In
corroboration, many persons who
generate spend pickle liquor apparently
read the scope of the listing to include
industries other than iron and steel. EPA
received large numbers of Section 3010
notifications from a diverse group of
industry categories who notified EFA
that they generate or manage K062 or
LSWPLS. For example, approximately
one half of the facilities within the
porcelain industry have notified that
they generate either K662 or LSWPLS.

The Agency also has received and
evaluated numeraus site-specific
petitions io delist K662 or LSWPLS from
facilities other than iron and steel.
Approximately 35 percent of petitions to
delist K062 and LSWPLS were submitted
by industries other than iron and steel.
For example, petitions have been
submitted by facilities engaged in
laminating; aircraft parts, fence. and
hanger manufacturing; and production of
alioys. (These petitions are available in

_ the Administrative Record for the AISI
ruiemaking. The record is available for
public inspection in the RCRA docket.)
To date, the Agency has granted
temporary exclusions for these wastes
to two facilities engaged in porcelain
enameling ® and at least 10 facitities
from other non-iron and stee] industries.

In the January 4, 1984 notice regarding
the AISI rulemsaking petition, the Agency
clearly stated that a diverse group of
indusiries are engaged in the pickling of
steel and generate spent pickle liquor.

* At least one EPA Reginnal olfice has interpreiad
the listing as including only facilities within the iron
and sieel industry category.

* One of the facilities granted a temporary
exclusion was the Maytag Corp., Newlon, lows. one
of the rulemaking petitioners.

N T S LT
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The Agency indicated that the AISI
petiticn applied only to the iron and
steel industry; hence, LSWPLS
generated by other industries were still
considered hazardous. The Agency
outlined its concerns with spent pickle
liquor generated from facilities other
than iron and steel and requested
comments. No comments wers received
on the Agency's position.

In light of the significant numbezs of
notifications and site-specific delisting
petitions for K062 and LSWPLS, and
consistent lack of industry response to
Agency requests for comments on
actions pertaining to the listing, the
Agency believes that industry generally
nnderstood the listing to apply to non-
iron and steel facilities.

III. Agency Alternatives and Optiuns

The Agency recognizes several
possible approaches to resclve the
issues raised in today's notice. First, the
Agency could maintain its position that
the listing applies to all companies
engaged in steel finishing operations.
We have set out in this preamble thé
basis for this belief, and the Agency
specifically sclicits comment on these
peints.

Second, the Agency could modify the
listing se that it applies only to K062
wastes generated by the iron and steel
industry. The Agency may consider this
option if it receives data indicating that
LSWPLS from these other industries are
not, in fact, hazardous.

Third, the Agency could grant the
relief requested in this petition and
agree that the original listing only
applied to KDBZ wastes generated by the
iron and steel industry. Commenters

who favor this approach should explain
why they would interpret the original
rules in this manner, and why so many
non-iron and steel companies appear to
have interpreted the listing as applying
to them.

Finally, the Agency could determine
that the K082 listing as written does not
cover industries other than iron and
steel production, but that LSWPLS from
these other industries should be
considered to be hazardous. We are
soliciting data as to presence of
hazardous constituents in these wastes

. (see Section IV below). Should these

and other pertinent data appear to
indicate that the wastes are hazardous,
and if EPA determines that the listing as
written does not cover these sludges,
EPA could list the wastes as hazardous.
The Agency would notice any relevant
data for comment before taking final
action,

The Agency is requesting comments
on the issues raised in today's notice
(see Request for Comments and Data).
Once the Agency has reviewed all data
and comments, the Agency will
determine what specific action will be
taken.

IV. Request for Comments and Data

The Agency is today requesting
comments gn how the listing is
interpreted by the public and the
regulated community. In addition, we
solicit comments from States on how
they have interpreted the listing. We are
particularly interested in comments from
persons who have notified that they
either generate or manage K082 or
LSWPLS. If any of these notifications
were filed for protective reasons, we are

requesting comments on whether they
have changed the hazardous waste code
for these wastes since the original
notification.

We are also requesting comments
from persons who have interpreted the
rules as not covering spent pickle liguor
and LSWPLS from non-iron and steel
industries and data supporting industry
claims that spent pickle liquor and '
LSWPLS generated from facilities other
than iron and steel are non-hazardous,
or indicating whether or not the wastes
are hazardous. These data should
address the constituents hexavalent
chromium, lead, and any toxicants in
Appendix VIII to Part 251 of the
hazardous waste regulations, including
organics, that may reasonably be
expected to be present in the waste at
concentrations that could make the
waste hazardous,

V. Regulatory Impact’

‘Under Executive Order 12291, EPA
must judge whether a proposed or final
rule is "major” and therefore subject te
the requirement of a Regulatory Impact
Analysis, This proposed rule requests
comments and data only, therefore, it is
not a major rule.

This proposed rule was submitted to
the Office of Management and Budget
(OMB]) for réview as required by
Executive Order 12291.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 261
Hazardous wastes, Recycling.
Dated: August 27, 1985,

Lee M. Thomas, :

Administrator.

[FR Doc, 85-21546 Filed 9-9-85; B:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6560-50-M




€L m
an
?Lr,J Zumﬂla




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:
DOCKET No.: V-W-85-R-21
THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY
305 NORTH CENTER STREET

WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845

CONSENT AGREEMENT AND
FINAL ORDER

EPA I.D. No.: OHD 004 280 897

On May. .21, 1985, a Complaint was filed in this matter pursuant to Section 3008
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act, as amended, (RCRA), 42 U.S.C.
§6928, and the United States Environmental Protection Agency's Consolidated
Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment of Civil Penalties
and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR Part 22. The Complainant
is the Director of the Waste Management Division, Region V, United States
Environmental Protection Agency {U.S. EPA}. The Respondent is the Jones Metal

Products Company.

The Parties to this action being desirous to settle this action enter into the

following stipulations:

1. Respondent has been served with a copy of the Complaint and Findings of

Violation and Order (Docket No. V-W-85-R-21) in this matter.

2. The Regional Administrator has jursidiction over this matter pursuant

to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C. §6928.

3. Respondent owns and operates a facility located at 305 North Center

Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845.

4. Respondent neither admits nor denies the specific factual allegations

contained in the Complaint filed herein.
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5. Respondent explicitiy waives its right to request a hearing regarding

the allegations of the Complaint filed herein.

6. Respondent consents to the issuance of the Order hereinafter recited,
and hereby consents to the payment of a civil penalty in the amount

hereinafter stipulated.

ORDER
Based on the foregoing stipulations, the parties agree to the entry of this

Consent Agreement and Final Order in this matter:

A. Respondent shall immediately upon entry of this Consent Agreement and Final
Order and its receipt by Respondent, cease all treatment, storage or disposal

of any hazardous waste unless such treatment, storage or disposal at Respondent's
facility shall be in complete compliance with the Standards Applicable to Owners
and Operators of Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities,

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65 through 69, except as provided for in Paragraphs

B through D below.

B. Respondent shall, within thirty (30) days of entry of this Consent Agreement
and Final Order, and its receipt by Respondent, achieve compliance with the

following requirements:

1. Make a hazardous waste determination for all wastes generated at the

facility pursuant to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-52-11.

2. Install "Danger - Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out" signs pursuant to

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-14,

3. Develop and follow a written inspection schedule which meets the
requirements of Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-15, 3745-66-74, and
3745-67-26.
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4. Designate for the facility with an emergency coordinator as required by

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-55,

9. Prepare and submit a biennial report as required by Ohio Administrative

Code 3745-65-75,

6. Prepare and maintain a written operating record as required by

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-73.

7. Establish financial assurance for closure as required by Ohio

Administrative Code 3745-66-43,

8. Properly manage containers as required by Ohio Administrative Code

3745-66-73.

9. Submit a completed Part A of the permit application for the storage of
hazardous waste in drums and in surface impoundments as required by

40 CFR 270.10.

C. Respondent shall within sixty (60) days of entry of this Consent Agreement and
Final Order, and its receipt by Respondent, achieve compliance with the following

requirements:

1. Perform and submit a detailed chemical and physical analysis of all
hazardous waste stored and treated at the facility pursuant to Ohio

Administrative Code 3745-65-13,

2, Prepare and submit a contingency plan that is consistent with the
requirements for such plans contained in Ohio Administrative Code 3745-
65-52, provide copies of the plan to state and local emergency response
organizations in accordance with Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-53,

and maintain the plan as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-54,
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Develop a perzonnel training program, provide personnel training,
maintain written job descriptions and maintain training records as

required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-16.

Develop and submit a ground water monitoring program pursuant to Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-65-90; a schedule for the installation and
operation of a ground water monitoring system consistent with the
requirements of Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-91; a schedule
implementing an adequate ground water sampling and analysis plan
pursuant to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-92; the submittal of an
outline of a groundwater quality assessment program; and a schedule
for complying with the recordkeeping and reporting requirements of
Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-94, Upon approval of the ground water
monitoring program by U.S. EPA and OEPA, Respondent shall immediately
initiate and complete the activities in the program in accordance

with the schedule contained therein.

Prepare and submit a closure plan that is consistent with the
requirements for such a plan contained in Ohig Administrative Code
3745-66-12. This plan shall include but not be limited to a sampling
plan to identify the extent of groundwater or soil contamination at the-
facility, if any, the method of treatment and/or removal and final
disposal of all liquids in the two surface impoundments including any
contaminated groundwater, and the method of removal and proper disposal
of all accumulated sludges in the two surface impoundments including any

contaminated soil.

U.S. EPA and OEPA will approve, disapprove or modify the plan.

Respondent shall perform all closure activities detailed in the
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closure plan as finally approved, in accordance with the schedule

contained therein.

D. On or before August 31, 1987, Respondent shall certify in writing to
U.S. EPA and OEPA that the facility has been closed in accordance with the
specifications in the approved closure plan. Respondent shall also submit,
or cause to have submitted to U.S. EPA and OEPA, written certification of
the same from the independent registered professional engineer that observed

the closure activities.

E. Within fifteen (15) business days after completion of each requirement
identified above, Respondent shall notify U.S. EPA in writing upon achieving
compliance with this Order and any part thereof. This notification shall be
submitted no later than the times stipulated above to Mr. Paul Dimock, U.S. EPA,
Region V, Waste Management Division, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1-
Tinois 60604, Attention: RCRA Enforcement Section. A copy of these documents
shall also be submitted to Paula Cotter, Division of Soild and Hazardous Waste
Management, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 361 East Broad Street,

Columbus, Ohio 43216.

F. Respondent shall pay a civil penalty in the amount of SEVENTY-NINE THOU-
SAND TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS ($79,200), payable to the Treasurer of the United
States within thirty (30) days of entry of this Consent Agreement and Final
Order and its receipt by the Respondent. Said payment shall be mailed to the
Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA, Region V, P.0. Box 70753, Chicago, I1linois
60673. Copies of the transmittal of the payment should also be sent to both
the Regional Hearing Clerk, Management Division and the Solid Waste and
Emergency Response 8ranch Secretary, Office of Regional Counsel, U.S. EPA,

230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1linois 60604. Failure to comply with any
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requirement of the Order shall subject Respondent to liability for a civil
penalty of up TWENTY-FIVE THOUSAND DOLLARS (3$25,000) for each day of continued
non-compliance with the deadlines in this Order. U.S. EPA is authorized to .

assess such penalties pursuant to RCRA Section 3008(a)(3).

Notwithstanding any other provision of the Order, an enforcement action may
be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority
should the U.S. EPA determine that the handling of solid waste or hazardous
waste at the facility present an imminent and substantial endangerment to

human health or the environment.

The above Consent Agreement and Final Order consisting of 6 pages is hereby

consented to by both of the parties to this proceeding.

Agreed this day of s 1985,

The Jdones Metal Company, Respondent

By

Agreed this day of , 1985,

Basil G. Constantelos, Director
Waste Management Division

U.S5. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V, Complainant

The above being agreed and consented to, it is so ORDERED

this ~ day of , 1985,

Valdas V. Adamkus
Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency



BAKER & HOSTETLER

COUNSELLORS AT LAW

iN WasHingToN, D. C. 2R00 NATIONAL CITY CENTER iN OrLANDO, FLGRIDA
1050 CONNECTICUT AvE, NW 137" FLOOR BARNETT FPLAZA
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20038 CLEVELAND, OHIO 44114 CrLANDOD, FLORIDA 32801
(zoz) sei-1500 Ia— (30} B841-1tl

{m6) s21-0200

N CoLumeus, OHIO In DENVER, COLORADO

TWX 810 481-80375

65 E, Svate STREXT 303 E. 17T AVENUE

CoLUMBLS, OHIO 432215

TELECOPIER: (216 ) 626-0740
(21 ) 96-07 DeENVER, COLORADO SO203

{84} 228-154) - (a03) asi-0800

August 27, 1985

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

(218)

861-7356

Roger M. Grimes

Enforcement Attorney

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, IL 60604

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company
Complaint and Findings of Violation and Order
Docket No. V-W-8O0R-21

Dear Roger:

Enclosed as promised is our proposed timetable for

_the conmitments we made when we met with you and Paul Dimock

on August 12. We believe this information should be sufficient
for you to incorporate into a draft consent order, as we dis-
cussed.

Please call if you have any gquestions. I haven't
forgotten that we left some hardware with you, and will call
you about it the next time I'm in the Loop.

Sincerely,

(\ .

[
amFs H. Russell

0488B:2508
Enclosure

cc: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.
Jim Edwards



Burgess & NiL.e, Limited
Engineers and Architects

5085 Reed Road = Columbus, OH 43220 = {614} 459-2050
August 21, 1985

Mr. Edmund S. Bell, Jr.

Vice President of Engineering
Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street

West Lafayette, OH 43845

Re: Proposed Compliance Schedule for
Wastewater Treatment Improvements

Dear Ed:

With reference to our meeting with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(U.S. EPA) of August 12, 1985, we believe that the following milestones
represent a reasonable schedule for closing the existing Tlagoons and
constructing a wastewater pretreatment facility. The dates, as shown, are based
on allowances for the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency {(Ohio EPA) to .
complete certain tasks, as required.

The major compliance milestones are as follows:

Event Date

1. Request Proposed Effluent Limitations

from Ohio EPA August 28, 1985
2. Cease Porcelein Enameling Operations September 30, 1985
3. Complete Process Engineering for Wastewater

Segregation and Treatment September 30, 1985
4, Develop Preliminary Estimate of Capital Cost

for Wastewater Segregation and Treatment

Facilities September 30, 1985
. Z..ain Ohio EPA Waste Load Allocations ' October 30, 1985
6. Complete Detail Design of Wastewater Treatment

Facilities December 31, 1985

7. File Permit to Install Application with Chio EPA December 1, 1985

8. Request Quotations for Long Delivery Wastewater
Treatment Equipment December 31, 1985

9. Receive Approved Permit to Install from Ohio EPA February 15, 1986
10. Place Egquipment Orders February 15, 1986

AKron, OH = Cincinnati, OH = Cieveland, OH» Columbus, OH = Covington, KY
Houston, TX « Mentor, OH» Parkersburg, wv s Phoenix, AZ



Burgess & Niple, Lii  ted
August 21, 1985

Page 2
Event Date

11. Award Construction General Contract March 15, 1986
12; Divert Roof Water and Surface Runoff from

Lagoons : May 15, 1986
13. Submit Construction Progress Report June 15, 1986
14. Construction Complete August 15, 1986
15. Start-up and Debug Equipment, Complete September 15, 1986
16. Achieve Final Compliance October 1, 1986
17. Begin Lagoon Closure September 1, 1986
18. Complete Lagoon Closure November 1, 1986

This schedule is consistent with the method for compliance which we discussed
with the U.S. EPA during our meeting. Our intention is to construct a system of
wastewater collection pump stations which will transfer boiler blowdown, water
softener backwash, parts washer rinses, and rinsewater from the Pickle Line to
a wastewater equalization and treatment facility. Effluent from this facility
would be discharged to the Tuscarawas River via the 30-inch Village storm
sewer. Sludges generated from the wastewater treatment facility would be
dewatered and disposed of in a solid waste Tandfill. Concentrated solutions,
either acidic or alkaline from the Pickling and Cleaning Operations, would be
hauled off-site for treatment and disposal by an outside firm. The existing
tagoons would be closed in place by allowing them to dewater, followed by the
addition of the combination of aggregate and lime, followed by an engineered
fill using Tow permeability clay and paving with asphalt. Rainwater from the
plant site and roofs would be conducted in a series of new storm sewers to a
percolation area where they would percolate into the soils as is the accepted
practice in the West Lafayette area,

We have previously submitted to you costs for closing the existing lagoons. We
have not prepared an estimate of cost for the wastewater treatment facilities
pending receipt of Effluent Water Quality and Limitations from the Ohio EPA.
Wastewater treatment facilities could cost in the range of $150,000 to $250,000
depending on the cost for constructing the effluent sewer and the cost of
wastewater segregation and storm water redirection in the plant. We should
begin the preliminary engineering on the treatment plant as soon as possible so

that we can tie down the cost for the waste treatment facility and sewers.
If you have any questions, please call.
Sincerely,

s M il

¢ James D. Edwards

JOE :ms
¢c: My, James Russell-
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I WasHingTaN, T C.
838 CONNECTICUT AVE, N.W.

WasHIneTON, D, C, 20006 CLEVELAND, CHIO 44114
(zo2) as1-1500

In CoLumBus, OHID

&5 E. STATE STREET
CoLuMBUS, OHIO 43215 TELECOPIER: (216 ] 696-0740

(614) 22B- 154

BAKER & HOSTETLER
COUNSELLORS AT LAW

3200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER in OrRLANDO, FLORIDA

(3™ Froor BaARNETT PLaza

ORLANDO, FLORIDA 3E80)
(30s) sat-1111

(218) s2t-0200
TWX 810 421- 8375 In DENVER, Col.car_ﬂAt_m
303 E. 177 AVENLE.
Denver, CoLORADG BOR03
{(303) a@i-0aDY:

July 18, 1985

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

(216)

861-7356

Roger Grimes CE: 'Dwug?d’cﬂ

Assistant Regional Counsel
United States Environmental
Protection Agency

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicageo, IL 60604

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company;
EPA I.D. No. OHD 004 2B0 897

Dear Roger:

This will confirm our telephone agreement today that
Jones will meet with you at the Agency at 1 p.m. on August 12,
to try to start the process of resolving this matter. Please
call me or Ed Bell directly if you have any guestions or changes
of schedule. We look forward to seeing you.

Sincerely,
:6;;::/;T Russell
0488:2508 v
cc:  Edmund S. Bell, Jx.

Jim Edwards
Edward F. Mulligan




Jim Brossman

U.S. EPA, Region V

230 S. Dearborn St.
Chicago, I11inois 60604

Dear Mr. Brossman:

U.S. EPA-Region V initiated enforcement action against Jones Metal, a firm in
southeastern Ohio. As you may recall, Ohio had considered taking parallel
action. However, the State has chosen not to duplicate the Region's work,
especially in light of the fact that we were able to provide input into the
orders that you issued. We had never made a formal request for you to take
action or notified you that we would drop our action. Please consider this
letter to retroactively serve both those purposes.

Very truly yours,

“HutaS. (B¥Ney

Paula T. Cotter

Surveillance & Enforcement Section

Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
PTC/maf

cc: Maury Walsh, S&E Section, DSHWM

1006S

State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
361 E. Broad St., Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049, (614) 466-8565



BAKER & HOSTETLER

CODNSELLORS AT LAW

IN WashinGTON, D, C.
1060 CONNECTICUT AVE, N W
WasHinGToN, D. C. 20036
(2oz) 8811500

tn CoLumpus, OHIO
65 E. STATE STREET
Columeus, OHIG 43215
(&14) 228~ i541

DIRECT DIAL NUMBER

{z18) 861"7356

B200 NATIONAL CITY CENTER

CLEVELAND, OHIO 44114

{e16) e=l-ozoo
TWX 810 421-8375

TELECOPIER: {216} §96-0740

July 5,

1985

it ORLANDG, FLORIDA
13™ FlLooR BARNETT PLaza
TRLANDO, FLomiDa 32801
(30E) B4~

IN DENVER, CoLarRARO
303 E 47T AveNue
DenvER, COLORADD BQI03Z
{303) a81-080Q

Roger Grimes

Assistant Regional Counsel
U.S. Envirommental Protection
Agency

Region 5

230 5. Dearborn Street

Chicago, IL 60604

Re: The Jones Metal Products Company
Dear Roger:

Many thanks for your time with me when I was at the
Agency with Larry Kyte on July 2. I appreciate your seeing me
on such short notice.

As I said then, Jones would like to schedule a Settle-
ment Conference with you as soon as possible., In checking with
Jones and with Burgess & Niple, Jones' independent consulting
engineers, it appears that the earliest time we could meet with
you would be during the week of August 5, due to vacation
schedules and the need to carefully prepare our presentation
to you. Although we may not have a definitive resolution of
this matter finalized when we do get together, I would, as we
discussed, at least like to get the technical dialogue started
and make some real progress toward resolving this matter on a
technical basis.

Would you check with Paul Dimock and see whether you
could see us during the week of August 5? I would appreciate
hearing from you.

Sincerely,

iiﬁes H. Russell
0488:2508
cc:  Edmund S. Bell, Jr.

Jim Edwards
John E. Sullivan
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UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF:
THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS CO.

305 North Center Street
wWest Lafayette, Ohio 43845,

ANSWER

Respondent.

In accordance with 40 C.F.R. § 22.15 (1984),
Respondent, the Jones Metal Products Company ("Jones"), by
and through its attorneys, Baker & Hostetler, states the
following as its Answer to the Complaint and Findings of
Violation and Order of the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (the "Agency"}.

ANSWER TO FINDINGS

1. Jones states that the provisions of 42 U.S.C.
§ 6930 speak for themselves. Jones denies the allegations
contained in paragraph 1 of the Agency's Complaint to the
extent that they may be inconsistent with the provisions of
42 U.5.C. § 6930.

2. Jones states the regulations codified at 40
C.¥.R. Parts 260 through 265 speak for themselves. Jones

denies the allegations contained in paragraph 2 of the



Agency's Complaint to the extent that they may be inconsis-
tent with the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Parts 260 through 265,

3. Jones states that the regulations codified at
40 C.F.R. Parts 270 and 271 speak for themselves. Jones
denies the allegations in paragraph 3 of the Agency's
Complaint to the extent that they may be inconsistent with
the provisions of 40 C.F.R. Parts 270 and 271.

4, Jones states that the provisions of 42 U.S.C.
§ 6925(e) and the regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 270 speak
for themselves. Jones denies the allegations in paragraph 4
of the Agency's Complaint to the extent that they may be
inconsistent with the provisions of 42 U.S.C. § 6925(e} and
40 C.F.R. Part 270.

5. Jones admits the allegations contained in the
first sentence of paragraph 5 of the Agency's Complaint, and
denies the remaining allegations in paragraph 5.

6. Jones admits that it filed a notification
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 6930 on August 18, 1980. Jones
denies that it was regquired to submit a permit application
to treat, store, and dispose of hazardous waste by
November 19, 1980, as required by 40 C.F.R. § 270.10(3) and
42 U.S.C. § 6925(e).

7. Jones denies the allegations contained in

paragraph 7 of the Agency's Complaint.



8. Jones admits that an inspection of its
premises was conducted on May 6, 1982 by the OEPA. Jones is
without knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief
as to the truth of the allegation in paragraph 8 that the
OEPA was an authorized agent of the Agency. Jones states
that it, as a pqrcelain enameler, is not subject to the
reqgulations referenced in parts a through f of paragraph 8
of the Agency's Complaint. Thus, Jones denies the remaining
allegations in paragraph 8 of the Agency's Complaint. Jones
admits that it was provided a copy of the inspection report
by an OEPA letter dated June 2, 1982.

9. Jones admits that the OEPA conducted an
inspection cf its facility on December 15, 1984. Jones
denies the existence of any violations alleged in paragraph
9 of the Agency's Complaint. Jones states that it is not
subject to the hazardous waste regulations contained in the
Ohio Administrative Code and alleged in paragraph 9 of the
Complaint because Jones is a porcelain enameler, not an
electroplater, and neither generates, stores, treats, nor
disposes a wastewater treatment sludge from an electroplat-
ing operation. The wastewater that Jones discharges does
not contain any listed or characteristic hazardous waste

under chapter 3745-51 of the Ohio Administrative Code.



ANSWER TO ORDER AND CONDITIONS
FOR CONTINUING OPERATION

1. Jones states that it is not subject to the
federal and Ohio hazardous waste statutes and regulations
referenced in paragraphs A through E at pages 6 through 9 of
the Agency's Complaint; because Jones 1s a porcelain ename-
ler, not an electroplater. The wastewater that Jones
discharges from its porcelain enameling operation does not
contain wastewater treatment sludge from an electroplating
operation. The wastewater does not contain any hazardous
waste listed under 40 C.F.R. § 261.30~.33 or Ohio Admin,
Code §§ 3745-51-30-~33, or any characteristic hazardous
waste under 40 C.F.R. §§ 261.20-,.24 or Ohio Admin. Code
§§ 3745-51-20--24.

ANSWER TO PROPOSED CIVIL PENALTY

Jones denies that it violated the federal and Ohio
hazardous waste statutes and regulations referenced in the
Agency's Complaint.

DEFENSES

Jones operates a porcelain enameling business.
Jones is not an electroplater. The wastewater that it
produces as result of its porcelain enameling operations is
not a wastewater treatment sludge from an electroplating
operation. The wastewater that Jones discharges does not
contain listed hazardous waste under 40 C.F.R. § 261.30.-33

or Ohio Admin. Code §§ 3745-51-30--33, or characteristic




hazardous waste under 40 C.F.R. §§ 261.20-.24 or Ohio Admin.
Code §§ 3745-51-20~--24. Thus, Jones need not comply with
the federal and Ohio statutes and regulations referenced in
the Agency's Complaint.

REQUEST FOR HEARING

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 22,15(c), Jones requests a
hearing on the issues raised by the Complaint and the
Answer,

REQUEST FOR SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 22.18(a), Jones regquests
a settlement conference to pursue the possibility of settlement.
WHEREFORE, Respondent Jones Metal Products Company
prays that the Agency's Complaint, Findings of Violation,
Conditions for Continuing Operation, and Order be dismissed
after hearing and that no c¢ivil penalty be assessed against
Jones.

Respectfully submitted,

Ja e# H. Russell
John/E. Sullivan
BA & HOSTETLER
3200 National City Center

Cleveland, Ohio 44114
(216) 621-0200

Respondent's Address:

Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845



CERTIFICATE QF FILING

I hereby certify that on the __ day of June, 1985,
true and correct copies of the foregoing Answer were placed
in the United States mail, proper postage prepaid, addressed

as follows:

Regional Hearing Clerk
U.S. EPA, Regicn V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604

and

Roger Grimes

Assistant Regional Counsel
U.5. EPA, Region V

230 South Dearborn Street

Chicago, Illinois 60604

Jgmeés H. Russell

Jigg E. Sullivan

BAKER & HOSTETLER

3200 National City Center
Cleveland, Ohio 44114

(216) 621-0200




S0 ST UNITED STATES

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION v
230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST
CHICAGO. ILLINOIS 60604

S5HE-12JCK

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

D.E. Donovan

Registered Agent for

The Jones Metal Products Company
1918 Hillcrest Drive

Coshocton, Ohio 43812

Re: Findings of Violation and
Compliance Order
The Jones Metal Products Company
EPA I.D. No: OHD 004 280 897

Bear Mr. Donovan:

Enclosed please find a Compliance Order which specifies this Agency's
determination of certain violations by The Jones Metal Products Company

of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), as amended, 42 U.S.C.
§6901 et seq., based on inspections of the facility Tocated at 305 North
Center Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845.

The Compliance Order states the reason for such a determination, establishes
a compliance schedule and assesses civil penalties for the violations as set
forth in the Compliance Order. This Compliance Order is issued pursuant to
Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U,S.C. §6928.

Accompanying the Compliance Order is a Notice of Opportunity for Hearing and

a copy of the "Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative
Assessment of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits.”

I recommend that the enclosed Compliance Order and Rules of Practice in 40

CFR Part 22 be carefully read and analyzed to determine the alternatives
available in responding to the Order. A written request for a hearing is
required to be filed with the Regional Hearing Clerk within 30 days of receipt
of this Compliance Order. A copy of your hearing request should be sent to
Mr. Roger Grimes, Assistant Regional Counsel, 230 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, I11inois 60604.

Regardless of whether you choose to request a hearing within the prescribed
time 1imit following service of the Compliance Order, you are extended an
opportunity to request an informal settlement conference.

REPLY TO ATTENTION OF;
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If you have any questions or desire to request an informal conference for

the purpose of settlement with Waste Management Division Staff, please contact
Mr. Paul Dimock, Hazardous Waste Enforcement Branch, RCRA Enforcement Section,
230 South Dearborn Street, 12th Floor, Chicago, I1linois 50604. His phone
number is {(312) 886-4436.

Sincerely, //&//c
e [ bl
Basil-G. Constantefos, Director

Waste Management Division

Enclosure

¢C: Edmund Bell,
Vice President Engineering
The Jones Metal Products Company
305 North Center Street
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845

Richard Shank, OEPA
Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION V

IN THE MATTER OF: ) g5 R=2
) DOCKET NO.

THE JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY )

305 NORTH CENTER STREET )

WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43845 )
)

EPA 1.D. NO.: OHD 004 280 897 )

REGIOHAL HeARiiC CLERK
U. S ENVIEGHRMERTAL
This Complaint is filed pursuant to Section 3008 of the ReBpOVeeTiCi AGENLY
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. §6928, and is equivalent to
a Compliance Order referred to in that Section. The Complainant is the
Director, Waste Management Division, Region V, United States Environmental
Protection Agency {(U.S. EPA)}. The Respondent is The Jones Metal Products

Company, 305 North Center Street, West Lafayette, Ohio 43845.

This Complaint is based on information available to U.S. EPA including
compliance inspections conducted by the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
(OEPA) on May 6, 1982, and December 26, 1984. At the time of the inspections,
violations of applicable Federal and State statutes and regulations were

identified.

On July 15, 1983, the State of Ohio received Phase I interim authorization
pursuant to Section 3005 of RCRA (42 U.S.C. §6925). This authorization allows
the State and U.S. EPA to enforce those portions of Ohio statutes and reg-
ulations where applicable in lieu of Federal statutes. U.S. EPA has retained
authority in those areas where state authorization has not been delegated.
Accordingly, this Compliance Order enforces both Federal and State regulatiaons

as applicable.

Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §6928(a) and based on information cited above, it
has been determined that The Jones Metal Products Company has violated Subtitle

C of RCRA, Sections 3002, 3004 and 3005, 42 U.S.C. §§6922, 6924 and 6925
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respectively, and 40 CFR 262.11, 262.41, 265.16, 265,52, 265.53, 265.55, and
270.10(e), and Ohio Administrative Code regulations found at OAC 3745-52-11,
3745-65-13, 14, 15, 16, 52, 63, 55, 73, 75, 91, 92, 93, 94, 3745-66-12, 43,
74, 3745-67-26, 3745-68-75 and 77.

FINDINGS
1. Section 3010 of RCRA (42 U.S.C. §6930) requires any person who generates or
transports hazardous waste or owns or operates a facility for the treatment,
storage or disposal of hazardous waste to notify U.S. EPA of such activity
within 90 days of the promulgation of regulations under Section 3001 of RCRA.
Section 3010 of RCRA also provides that no hazardous waste subject to reg-
ulations may be transported, treated, stored or disposed of unless the reguired

notification has been given.

2. U.S. EPA published regulations concerning the generation, transportation,
treatment, storage or disposal of hazardous waste on May 19, 1980. These
regulations are codified at 40 CFR Parts 260 through 265. Notification to
U.S. EPA of hazardous waste handling was required in most instances no later

than August 18, 1980,

3. Section 3005 of RCRA requires U.S. EPA to publish regulations requiring
each person owning or operating a hazardous waste treatment, storage or
disposal facility to obtain a RCRA permit. Such regulations were published
on May 19, 1980, and are codified at 40 CFR Parts 270 and 271 (formerly Parts
122 and 123). The regulations require that persons who treat, store or
dispose of hazardous waste submit Part A of the permit application, in most

instances, no later than November 19, 1980.

4. Section 3005(e) of RCRA provides than an owner or operator of a facility
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shall be treated as having been issued a permit pending final administrative
disposition of the permit application provided that: (1) the facility was

in existence on November 19, 1980; (2) the requirements of Section 3010(a) of
RCRA concerning notification of hazérdous waste activity have been complied
with; and (3) application for a permit has been made. This statutory authority
to operate is known as interim status. U.S. EPA regulations implementing

these provisions are found at 40 CFR Part 270.

5. The Respondent owns and operates a facility at 305 North Center Street,
West Lafayette, Ohio. The Respondent is a Ohio corporation, whose registered

agent is D.E. Danovan, 1918 Hillcrest Drive, Coshoctonf Ohio 43812.

6. Respondent filed a notification pursuant to Section 3010 of RCRA on

August 18, 1980. Respondent failed to submit Part A of their permit application
to treat, store and dispose of hazardous waste by November 19, 1980, as

required by 40 CFR 270,10(3) and Section 3005 of RCRA thereby failing to

quatify for interim status.

7. The Respondent generates and stores wastewater treatment sludges from
electroplating operations and waste that is EP toxic for cadmium. These wastes
have been identified and listed as hazardous wastes under Section 3001 of the

Act and 40 CFR Part 261, Subparts C and D (hazardous waste codes D006 and FD06).

8. On May 6, 1982, OEPA, as an authorized agent of U.S. EPA, conducted a RCRA
Inspection of Respondent's facility and observed the following violations:
a. Failure to make a hazardous waste determination for all wastes
generated as required by 40 CFR 262,11.
b. Failure to submit a biennial report for hazardous waste stored on

site as required by 40 CFR 262.41.
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Failure to have a personnel training program, provide personnel
training, maintain written job descriptions, and maintain training
records as required by 40 CFR 265,16.
Failure to have a contingency plan and failure to submit copies of
the plan to local emergency service organizations as required by 40
CFR 265.52 and 265.53.
Failure to identify an emergency coordinator as required by 40 CFR 265.55,
Failure to submit Part A of its permit application for storage of

hazardous waste in a surface impoundment as required by 40 CFR 270.10(e).

Respondent was provided a copy of the inspection report by an OEPA letter

dated June 2, 1982,

9. On December 19, 1934, OEPA conducted an inspection of Respondent’s facility

and observed the following violations:

de

Failure to make a hazardous waste determination for all wastes
generated as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-52-11,

Failure to have a personnel training program, provide personnel
training, maintain written job descriptions, and maintain training
records as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-16,

Failure to perform a detailed waste analysis before treating or
storing hazardous waste as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-
65-13.

Failure to post "Danger-Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out" signs as
required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-14,

Failure to develop and follow a written inspection schedule as required

by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-15.
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Failure to have a contingency plan and submit copies of the plan to
local emergency service organizations as required by Ohio Administrative
Code 3745-65-52 and 53.
Failure to identify an emergency coordinator as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-65-55,
Failure to have a written operating record as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-65-73,
Failure to prepare and submit a biennial report as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-65-75,
Failure to install a groundwater monitoring system, perform sampling
and analysis, and submit reports and maintain records as required by
Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-91, 92, 93 and 94,
Failure to have a written closure plan as required by Ohio Administrative
Code 3745-66-12.
Failure to prepare a written cost estimate for closure as required by
Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-42,
Failuré to establish financial assurance for closure as required by
Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-43,
Failure to properly manage containers as required by Ohio Administrative
Code 3745-66-73,
Failure to inspect the container storage area as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-66-74.
Failure to inspect the surface impoundment as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-67-26.
Failure to perform waste analysis prior to thermal treatment as
required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-68-75,
Failure to perform monitoring and inspections for thermal treatment

as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-68-77.
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s. Failure to submit a Part A permit application for storage in containers,
storage in a surface impoundment, and thermal treatment of hazardous
waste as required by 40 CFR 270.10(e).
Respondent was provided a copy of the December 19, 1984, inspection report
by an OEPA Tletter dated December 26, 1984.

ORDER AND CONDITIONS
FOR CONTINUING OPERATION

Based upon the above findings, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Respondent, The
Jones Metal Products Company, achieve compliance with Subtitle C of RCRA,
Section 3004 and 3005, 42 U.S.C. §§6924 and 6925, regulation 40 CFR 270.10(e)
and Ohio Administrative Code 3745-52-11, 3745-65-13, 14, 15, 16, 52, 53, 73,
75, 91, 92, 93, 94, 3745-66-12, 43, 73, 74, 3745-67-26, 3745-68-75 and 77, by

taking the actions set forth below:

A. Respondent shall within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Complaint
cease all treatment, storage or disposal of any hazardous waste except such
treatment, storage or disposal at the facility as shall be in complete
compliance with the Standards Applicable to Owners and Operators of Hazardous
Waste Treatment, Storage and Disposal Facilities, Ohio Administrative Code

3745-65 through 69,

B. Respondent shall within thirty (30) days of receipt of this Order achieve

compliance with the following requirements:

1. Make a hazardous waste determination for all wastes generated at the

facility pursuant to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-52-11,

2. Install "Danger-Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out" signs pursuant to

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-14,
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Develop and follow a written inspection schedule which meets the
requirements of Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-15, 3745-66-74, 3745-
67-26 and 3745-68-77,

Provide the facility with an emergency coordinator as required by

Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-55,

Prepare and submit a biennial report as required by Ohio Administrative

Code 3745-65-75.

Prepare and maintain a written operating record as required by Ohio

Administrative Code 3745-65-73,

Establish financial assurance for closure as required by Ohio
Administrative Code 3745-66-43,

Properly manage containers as required by Ohio Administrative Code
3745-66-73.

Submit Part A of the permit application for the storage of hazardous
waste in drums and in a surface impoundment and the thermal treatment

of hazardous waste in a furnace as required by 40 CFR 270.10,

Respondent shall within sixty (60) days of receipt of this Order achieve

compliance with the following requirements:

1.

Perform and submit a detailed chemical and physical analysis of all
hazardous waste stored and treated at the facility pursuant to Ohio

Administrative Code 3745-65-13 and 3745-68-75.

Prepare and submit a contingency plan consistent with the requirements

for such plans contained in Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-52,
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provide copies of the plan to state and Tocal emergency response
organizations in accordance with Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-53,

and maintain the plan as required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-54,

3. Develop a personnel training program, provide personnel training,
maintain written job descriptions and maintain training records as

required by Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-16,

4. Develop and submit a groundwater monitoring program pursuant to Ohio
Adminstrative Code 3745-65-90; a schedule for the installation and
operation of a groundwater monitoring system consistent with the
requirements of Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-91; a schedule
implementing an adequate groundwafer sampling and analysis plan
pursuant to Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-92; the submittal of an
outline of a groundwater quality assessment program; and a schedule
for complying with the recordkeeping and reporting requirements of
Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-94. Upon approval of the groundwater
monitoring program by U.S. EPA and OEPA, Respondent shall immediately
initiate and complete the activities in the program in accordance

with the schedule contained therein.

5. Prepare and submit a closure plan consistent with the requirements
for such a plan contained in Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-12, and
submit a cost estimate for closure as required by Ohio Administrative

Code 3745-66-42,

D. Respondent shall notify U.S. EPA in writing upon achieving compliance
with this Order and any part thereof. This notification shall be submitted

no later than the time stipulated above to the U.S. EPA, Region V, Paul Dimock,
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Waste Management Division, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 111inois 60604,

Attention: RCRA Enforcement Section.

E. A copy of these documents and all correspondence with U.S. EPA regarding
this Order shall also be submitted to Richard Shank, Division of Solid and
Hazardous Waste Management, Ohio Environmental Protection Agency, 361 Broad

Street, Columbus, Ohio 43216,

Notwithstanding any other provisions of this Order, an enforcement action
may be brought pursuant to Section 7003 of RCRA or other statutory authority
where the handling, storage, treatment, transportation, or disposal of sd]id
or hazardous waste at this facility may present an imminent and substantial

endangerment to human health or the environment.

PROPOSED CIVIL PENALTY

In view of the above determinations and in consideration of the seriousness
of the violations cited herein, the potential harm to human health and the
environment, the continuing nature of the violations, and the ability of the
Respondent to pay penalties, the Complainant proposes to assess a civil penalty
in the amount of SEVENTY-NINE THOUSAND TWO HUNDRED DOLLARS ($79,200) against
the Respondent, The Jones Metal Products Company, pursuant to Sections 3008{c)
and 3008(g) of RCRA {42 U.S.C. §6928),

Failure to comply with any requirements of the Order shall subject the
above-named Respondent to liability for a civil penalty of up to TWENTY-FIVE
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($25,000) for each day of continued noncompliance with the
deadlines in this Order. U.S. EPA is authorized to assess such penalties

pursuant to RCRA Section 3008(a)(3).
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NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING

Respondent is hereby notified that the above Order shall become final
unless Respondent has requested in writing a hearing on the Order no later
than 30 days from the date this Order is served. You have the right to
request a hearing to contest any factual allegation set forth in the Complaint
or the appropriateness of any proposed compliance schedule or penalty. In
the event that you wish to request a hearing, and to avoid having the
Compliance Order become final without further proceedings, you must file a
written answer to this Complaint with the Regional Hearing Clerk, U.S. EPA,
Region V, 230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, I1}inois 60604, within 30 days
of your receipt of this Notice. A copy of this answer and any subsequent
document filed in this action should also be sent to Roger Grimes, Assistant

Regional Counsel, at the same address.,

Your answer should clearly and directly admit, deny, or explain each of
the factual allegations of which you have knowledge. Said answer should
contain (1) a definite statement of the facts which constitute the grounds of
defense, and (2) a concise statement of the facts which you intend to place
at issue in the hearing. The denial of any material fact or the raising of

any affirmative defense shall be construed as a request for a hearing.

The Consolidated Rules of Practice Governing the Administrative Assessment
of Civil Penalties and the Revocation or Suspension of Permits, 40 CFR 22 are

applicable to this administrative action.

SETTLEMENT CONFERENCE

Whether or not you request a hearing, you may confer informally with U.S. EPA
concerning (1) whether the alleged violations in fact occurred as set forth

above, (2) the appropriateness of the compliance schedule, and (3} the approp-
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riateness of any proposed penalty in relation to the size of your business,
the gravity of the violations, and the effect of the proposed penalty on your

ability to continue in business.

You may request an informal settlement conference at any time by contacting
this office. Any such request, however, will not affect the thirty day time
Timit for responding to this Complaint or requesting a formal hearing on the

violations alleged herein.

U.S. EPA encourages all parties to pursue the possibilities of settlement
through informal conferences. A request for an informal conference should be
made in writing to Mr, Paul Dimock, Waste Management Division, at the address

cited above, or by calling him at (312) 886-4436,

Dated this ¢/ o day of e , 1985,
T~

Waste Manadement Division
Complainant

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V



- 1?2 -
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I have caused a copy of the foregoing Complaint to be
served upon the persons designated below, on the date below, by causing said
copies to be deposited in the U.S. Mail, First Class, and certified-return
receipt requested, postage prepaid, at Chicago, I117nois in envelopes addressed
to:

D.E. Donovan

Registered Agent for

The Jones Metal Products Company

1918 Hillcrest Drive

Coshocton, Ohio 43812

and

Edmund Bell

The Jones Metal Products Company

305 North Center Street

West Lafayette, Ohio 43845
I have further caused the original of the Complaint and this certificate of
service to be served in the Office of the Regional Hearing Clerk located in
the Management Division, U.S. EPA, Region V, at 230 South Dearborn Street,

Chicago, I1Tinois 60604 on the date below.

These are said persons' last known addresses to the subscriber.

Dated this }72 day of /ﬁ&m , 1985,
%{5&1’ . d//l#’,'? Cé/b’éa

U/iardous Waste Enffircement Branch
S. EPA, Region V




Q‘NED 5**4%& UNITED STATES -

w e EMVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
5 Z REGION 5
g - § 230 SOUTH DEARBORN ST.
%, - CHICAGO ILLINOIS 60604
4 prote”

REPLY TO ATTEMTION OF

i@
s

DATE: 14 April 1985

SUBJECT: Assignment of ORC Attcrney to RCRA AQ

FROM: Mary A. Gade, Chief
Solid Waste & Emergency Response Branch

TO: William Miner, Chief
Technical, Permitting & Compliance Section

The Office of Regional Counsel has received a draft RCRA Admin-
istrative Order for:

Jones Metal Products Co.

West Lafayette, Ohio

This Administrative Order has been assigned tc Roger Grimes
of my staff.

ce: Paul Dimock
Roger Grimes
Barbara Magel



Dimsck ) GRIMES
RCRA ENFORCEMENT ACTION SIGN-OFF

PART I. BACKGROUND

FACILITY NAME THE TONES MeETAL _PRODUCTS COMPANY

FACILITY LOCATION 39S MNoRTH CenTeR SIReéc? WEST LAMAYETZE oMo

RCRA ID NUMBER OHD ooy 7 8o 397

NATURE OF VIOLATION pFdiiuge 70 jA/STALL & ROUNVE- wATER mONITOR 1ng

ESTAZLSH  [Flr Avei Al /?JJU,{’;J.-M_FJ; OYRM (T & [ART A Felmir /% ca7ion
ANY OTHER OUTSTANDING OR PAST ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST THIS FACILITY:

WATER Yo't

AIR  Aon/éE

OTHER

PART II.  RECOMMENDATION /55w A Foo8 RcRA ComPe binT

PART III. CONCURRENCES@

INITIALS  DATE AGREE  DISAGREE

-
PREPARER (P zze-ss | = o )
CHIEF, RCRA ENF. UNIT — 75 4-¢ = (<) ( )
CHIEF, RCRA ENF. SECTION 7R¥ & wem d-10-85 () )
ASSISTANT REGIONAL COUNSEL -
- QW&*\ $(o-89 (L) )

NAME & DATE OF STATE CONTACT NOTIFIED 24z Curren /£ Kirchen
1575??34 S-8-85

PART IV. APPROVAL

PREPARER oyl /f’/lf; S-8-85" ( 1/

1o ( )
2. CHIEF, . UNIT gﬂ T38 g5 | { )
3. CHIEF, RCRA ENF. SECTION % WEM  §jo-gs | L-Q/ ( )
4. CHIEF, H.W. ENF. BRANCH DN~ Sog (VY | )
5. ASSISTANT REGIONAL COUNSEL
GRiw ec S 41N B4 )
6. CHIEF, S.W. & E.R. SECTION i e )
7. CHIEF, SOLID WASTE & EMER. - Y
RESPONSE BRANCH ~W\\ _\’\\S]\;\. F T )
ok
8. REGIOMAL COUNSEL . A IR )

9. DIRECTOR, WASTE MGT. DIV. /@%{Bﬁ/) ( )

NOTE: Attach sign-off sheet to yellow copy of the enforcement action.



Burgess & Niple, Limited

Engineers and Architects

5085 Reed Road = Columbus, OH 43220 2581 = (614) 459-2050

March 14, 1985

Mr. Ben Pfefferle, Esquire

Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
361 East Broad Street

Columbus, OH 43215

Re: Jones Metal Products Company
West Lafayette, Ohio

Dear Mr. Pfefferle:

Transmitted herewith is the preliminary design criteria for closing the lagoons
at the Jones Metal Products Company at West Lafayette, Ohio. This is in
response to the commitments made at our February 12, 1985 meeting and is being

submitted on behalf of the Jones Metal Products Company.

Please review this document and if you have any comments or questions, please
do not hesitate to contact us. Jones Metal is prepared to proceed with detailed

design of the treatment plant and closure of the lagoons.

Very truly yours,
A a7 )
10 W N rlonrd]
Mark R. Rowland

MRR:ds
Enclosures f,
cc: Ms. Kathy Homer, U.S. EPA+"
Mr. Edmund S. Bell, dJdr.
Mr., James H. Russell

Akron, OH = Cincinnati, OH = Columbus, OH & Covington, KY s Houston, TX a Mentor, OH = Parkersburg, Wv



PRELIMINARY DESIGN CRITERIA FOR CLGSING LAGOONS
JONES METAL PRODUCTS COMPANY
West Lafayette, Ohio

I. Pump water from ponds after new treatment plant is operaticnal and storm
drainage has been diverted.

A.

D.

There are two ponds separated by a dyke.

1. The North Pond 1is approximately 85 feet by 100 feet (8,500
square feet in area) and contains 150,000 gallons of water.

2. The South Pond is approximately 130 feet by 140 feet (18,200
square feet in area) and contains 1.0 million gallons of water.

Approximately 1.15 million gallons of water will need to be pumped
and tested.

Treated effluent from new treatment piant will be discharged to the
Tuscarawas River via the existing storm sewer.

An NPDES permit and a PTI will be obtained prior to any discharge.

IT. Stabilize Sludge

A.

B.

Stabilize sludge with application of 1 foot Tlayer of lime (1,000
cubic yards).

Disc lime into sludge.

IIT. Backfill excavation to grade with 6,800 cubic yards of material.

A.

Obtain backfill from site owned by Jones Metal 300 feet east of
lagoons.

Place backfill within 2 feet of finish grade. A 2 foot thick
compacted clay cap will be deposited on the backfill., Clay may be
obtained within 3 miles of site.

Place 1 foot of silt type material on top of clay to create positive
drainage from site.

Seed and maintain a good vegetative cover or paved entirely with
impermeable asphalt.

IV. Mornitoring Wells and Groundwater Sampling

A.

Monitoring wells will be installed consistent with site drawings
which will be furnished Tater.

Groundwater samples will be collected quarterly from the monitoring
wells for the first year. The groundwater will be analyzed for heavy
metals. Following the first year's analysis, the sampling procedures
will be reevaluated.



C.

A report on the hydrogeology of the site will be prepared and the
results of the samping furnished to the Ohio EPA.



Paul Dimock,

I have reviewed this Jones Métal Products Complaint and
on the face of it it seemg all right to me. The only real
comment that I have is that allowing the Company only 30
days to umdertake and complete all of the items that you

have ordered them to do is much too short. They can't
possiblg comply, and I think that it is not the best

approach to order them to do the impossible and impose
$25,000 perday penalties for failure to do it. Perhaps

we could approach it thisg way: within 30 days they have

to do all of those things that can be done in that amount of
time (you could specify which items those are) and within
the same 30 days they must submit a schedule to us for
undertaking and completing all the other stuff they have

to do to get square with us. Whatcha think of that épproach?

Also my review of this order in the absence of the underlying
documents is limited only to those things on the face of the
Complaint.

rue (L4 ]

|

05-02-85



Coshocton County
Jones Metal Products
Hazardous Materials
OHD004280897

G - TSDF

Jones Metal Products 26, 1984
305 North Center Streest R IE@ IE HWGE '

West Lafayette, Ohio 43845
DEC 29 1984

Attention: Ed Bell

WASTE MANAGEMENT
BRANCH

On December 19, 1984, Ohio EPA conducted an inspection of
your facility to determine compliance with Ohio's hazardous
waste regulations. At that time, the following generator
violations were observed.

Dear Sir:

Evaluation of Wastes, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-52-11 -

You had not properly classified the lagoon sludge as F006 -
wastewater treatment sludge from electroplating. During the
inspection, you questioned the determination that your cleaning
and nickel coating process was. electroplating. I have included
the background document for.the F006 category. If you read
this, I believe you will see how I reached that determination.

Personnel Training, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-16 -

A personnel training program must be developed for hazardous
waste management and emergency procedures. Documentation must
be maintained which includes job tltles, job descriptions, and
training records.

Emergency Procedures and Contingency Plan, Ohio Administrative

Code 3745-65-32 thru 56 - A contingency plan must be developed

to minimize hazards due to unplanned release of hazardous constituents
into the environment. The plan must designate an emergency coordi-
nator, and contain a list of emergency equipment noting location

in the facility and its capability. A copy of the plan must be

kept on-site and copies must be sent to participating emergency
authorities.

Because you store your hazardous waste in a surface impoundment,

you are a hazardous waste treatment/storage/disposal facility (TSDF)
and were required to obtain a permit from Ohio and obtain interim
status under USEPA's regulations. A Part A permit application must
be submitted to Ohio EPA and USEPA. Applications should include

a facility sketch and photographs, and original signatures. A letter
should be included indicating why the application is late. A set

of forms is included for your use.

Southeast District Office
2195 Front St., Logan, Ohio 43138 (614) 385-8501

EPA 2416




Jones Metal Products
December 26, 1984
Page 2

Facility Standards - General facility standards which apply to
your facility are outlined in Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65
through 69 and 40 CFR 265. These requirements,which were not
being met at the time of the inspection,include:

Waste Analysis Plan, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-13 - This
plan should include waste analysis procedures, parameters, sampling
methods, and testing frequency. The plan must be able to show that
your facility can adequately and safely treat or store the hazardous
wastes generated at the plant. This would include testing to show
that the waste enamel which is thermally treated (baked in your
oven) is non-hazardous after treatment. You should not dispose

of the baked enamel at a saitary landfill until after you have
received verification through testing that the material is non-
hazardous. It is advised that you also wait until this Agency
concurs with your findings.

Inspection Requirements, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-15 - An
inspection plan must be developed for structural devices, dikes, drums,
pumps, monitoring equipment, safety and emergency equipment, and

other maintenance equipment relating to the hazardous waste

facility. Documentation that the inspections are being performed
is required.

Operating Record, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-65-73 - A facility
operating record must be maintained which Includes waste quantities
being treated, stored or disposed, inspection records, analysis
results, and reports of emergencies or problems. An annual report
should be submitted to Ohio EPA each year, as per 3745-65-75.

Surface Impoundment, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-67-20 thru 28 -

The ponds must be operated with adequate freeboard and containment

and should be inspected dailiy. When the pond is discontinued for use
as a hazardous waste impoundment, it must be properly closed per
Section 3745-67-28.

Groundwater Monitoring - A groundwater monitoring program must

be implemented, as required by Section 3745-65-90 of the Ohio
Administrative Code. Please refer to Ohio Administrative Code

Section 3745-65-90 through 94, or 40iCFR 265 :Subpart F for groundwater
monitoring program requirements. Plans for well placement and

construction should be approved by this office before drilling
‘begins. '




Jones Metal Products
December 26, 1984
Page 3

Closure Plan, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-10 thru 20 -

A closure plan and cost estimate must be developed. If closure
involves removal of all hazardous waste, contaminated soils and
other sources of contamination, post closure activities would

not be required. Please note that any hazardous waste removed

from the site must be manifested to a permitted treatment, storage,
or disposal facility.

Financial Requirements, Ohio Administrative Code 3745-66-40 thru 48 -
As a hazardous waste facility, your company must demonstrate financial
assurance for closure as well as sudden and non-sudden liability
coverage. These requirements are summarized in the federal regulations
(40 CFR 265) which are enclosed for your use.

Please submit the Part A applications immediately. Plans for
groundwater monitoring should be submitted within 30 days, and
implemented within 30 days of approval by this office. You should
also make every attempt to comply with general facility standards
within 60 days, at which time a facility re-inspection will be
made. If you have any questions, please call me at this office.

Sincerely,

. B Y F1
E:Z&J’/J /*\J, . 7 LLeN
Patrick H. Gorman

Environmental Scientist
Division of Solid § Hazardous Waste Management

PHG :dm

cc: Paula Cotter, DSHWM, CO
cc: Paul Dimock, USEPA, Region V



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

&l
Yes MNo  N/A  Remark #
f) Are the complete unit and associated equipment lnspected daily for leaks, '
spills, and fugitive emissions? )<

g) Are emergency shutdown controls and system alarms checked daily for '
proper operation? ><

4. Open Burning

“OTE ¢ ONLY COMPLETE THIS PART IF THE FACILITY OPEN BURNS HAZARDOUS WASTE.

a) Does this fac1]1ty burn only waste explosives? ~ (A No answer means other :
hazardous waste is open-burnad.) : . /{

b) If this facility open-burns waste explosives, does it burn the waste at a _
distance greater than or equal to the minimum specified distance (below) )(

Pounds of waste explosives  Minimum distance from open
or propellants burning or detonation to
the property of others

0 to 100 ....... teesseseans 204 m 670 ft.
101 to 1,000 ...civanennnen 380 m 1,250 Tt.
1,001 to 10,000 ....ioevnes 530 m~ 1,730 ft.
10,001 to 30,000 .....uuenw 690 m 2,260 ft

P
{s
A Mg k

X - Tk Fhermal  Freat meat  corsists ot /0“‘7‘7["/’] eromel waste (q poue

)H( /l) CoN '/_c? /9 5 )l()«- vy /ﬂ’prﬂ'{(a/ 7 f:G'; ‘”7”"77‘5'> /‘/) %O ﬁ.’? /(”C“{LI"-'C. %w'/?fiCC C?/fﬂ’l/ /7(’:? ’fszj
w ! ' g 7
. . ) - ] . . i dy /(,(! \/ f‘; 1{{(D+;Gﬂ
%/]}) v %r')f-:/., / & 71-. /Sooy""/é&ﬂ!v dﬂ%// T ‘/‘b'dh !4’![ “ )/"j‘s /}}/ soly C I )
ISR L L .

. . . \‘ P g ; o
4 7 - _ﬂ’Aqf P UK471 %o f%(’ {ufane fm;% no b;%%ck/ af‘c4sﬂcc/¢f}J f/ume fo ﬂw4ﬂﬁh
Revised §/:5/82



YN e 24 Sap

Date @ Time of Inspection .
RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

EAB 4 pene

PART 1. GENERAL INFORMATION | o lu.s. EPA 1D. # OHROOA2BOE4T
racititys__Jones Metol Lodt. Co. address:_305 /\/ Center S+ _City W Lgfoyettfe
State: ,Cf]}LQ . Zip Code: 434945 countyr  Cos hoc Fen ~ Telenhone: {52/4) 548 - (,38]
| INSPECTION PARTICIPANTS(S)
' (Name) (Title) {Telephone) -
1. ;’:dmuﬂ\f{ S, Ra’ﬂlJ{‘. - \/;cc frm l:ﬂf},m:nmcz /L’/"!) ’\_‘ls £38 1
2. Eé‘ffwfn /}?Lﬂffa &2 C}?cf.r/‘ N
. /o
3.
| - INSPECTOR(S)
Yoo " - _ , - —- : : > = s i
1. Fatéick H GLofman LNV ENG. @/4;) 385450
2.
30
C INSTALLATION ACTIVITY
Mark One ' If the site is a TSOF, check the boxes indicating which regulations are applicable.
/—] Generator only (G) X7 General Facility Standards, Preparedness [_7 Waste Piles SC3
' : and Prevention, Contingency and Emergency,
/7 Transporter (T) Manifests/Records/Reporting, Closure /7 Lland Treatment D8]
/7 TSOF only 5 Containers SOT /7 Landfills D8O
77 G-T 7 Tanks $02/701 [><¢ Chemical/Physical/
~ : o ' Biological TO04
< G-TSDF < Surface Impoundments S04/T02 _
- 3" Groundwater Monitoring .
/7] T-TSOF 5 Incineration/Thermal Treatment
: ' [/ Post-Closure
/[ / G-T-TSDF

) Revised 9/15/82



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM .

1. Has the facility submitted a Part A to Ohio? -

Yes No  N/A Remark #
X
2. If "yes", is it complete and accurate? | X
3. Has the 'facﬂity submitted a Part B? X
REMARKS, PART 1.

GENERAL INFORMATION |
Include a brief description of site activity and waste handling.

.Tde ‘F}w//i?‘?/ (‘f’/amlm’ ﬂt‘y
new wastes qr(»amwm-ﬁsc(,

I n r‘é’w?wr'aj +he o processes
Fhere were some clwﬁesz ‘
l.

ZM’ ot cémjfd +heir v/wm-/'/on S/idle [?3_2 and said
. ,'TL A id appeas +he t
A0
| | ! ; feod
The epancl woste wes beis bofed 2 an ,'M/un‘;/q/ oue{n ::15% q
of Ec'/‘dj f‘(cyc/cc(. H(‘q'/'mj He enomel! mmm c4¢4§r’5 the powder /nTe
3?455 ~like soli

) @nd land£ill,
6{ T/?@ 5'0/.r.6/ My 7‘//‘,&,/ wes 1%/4 a/,'.f/t'aj‘r-o{ DF N oa 5 /f'?fy /

. .--1J l:n ! ¢ . . (/”’/" 5
. . E‘M'E fs.+'-'-"‘ . 5‘c/r efe N /‘V‘l/ oA
2., The wos ‘/‘c’ W)n'c}; Ty 5',.,'4) K/J'SC/W":,/G( ) ?‘03/\ an ‘5,./3 / r 5/qq/ 5 {
. ! p( 9 Fﬁé’é - C’/f’c"h‘@/sf zofj j
was 20T corrfc%/y ideat fled as 7
| 3. There /s Con talner. s f'().'“ajg

of a filter paper vsed fo £l ter Foct
bé Fcf'e ;"f‘ jc‘*t’j “f‘c *t"At: Suf‘f:‘u_cf ,'mf)(_wnd’n“v,;-f-'

Rovised 9/15/82



RORA_INTERIM, STATUS_INSPUGTION 76K

-~

G[NEHHTG\ REQUIRIMENTS

PART 2,

ity have been tested or are

1. The hazardous waste(s) generated at this facil
261 and in

acknowledged to be hazardous waste(s) as defined in Section
ca”pl1ance with the requirenents of Sactions 262.17.

2. Does this fac111ty generate any hazardous wastes that are excluded from
reguiation under Section 261.4 (statutory exclusions) or Sectien 261.6
(recycle/rouse)?

. D“cs this facility have waste o waste vreatment equipment that is excluded
rom ojuiatwc bacause of ucca{:y enciosed treatment (Saction 265.1(c)(9))
operation of an C?kanCdﬁ/ neutratization unit and/or wastewator

or via
tia 1Lmhnt unit (Section 265.1(c(10)).

ag

4. The generateor meets the Tollowing recuirements with respect to the preparation,

use and retention of the hazardous has.e ranifest:

T Torm used contains ali of ths inforation re ﬂulrﬁd by Sectien
n

h
d (b) and the minimum number of copies required by Section

5
5

a) ne

L

PO PO e}
o — i3

™2 (0

Z
.2
b) The generator has dos1gnatca at Teast one permitied disposal facility
and has/will designate an-alternata ;ac1]1ty or instructicns to return
waste in cmnpiiance with Section 2062.20.

c) Prepaved ndh1f”5t> bave been signed by the gonerator and initial
transporier in camplian S 2 :

¢) The generator nas complied with menifest excep jon reporting recuivements
tinvestigate arter 35 days, report after 45 days) -in Section 262.42(a), (b)

e} Signed copies of all haz;rdous waste manifests and any documentation
required for Exception Reparis are ”Etu.ﬂﬁﬁ for at least 3 years as
required by Section 262 40

Jes  Ia H/A Pomark
. X
- ,><
— X
X
:x: _
x.
- A
. _ X
Rovis_” 0/15/82



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

PART 4. GENERAL INTERIM STATUS REQUIREMENTS

SUBPARTS INCLUDED

B: General Facility Standards D: Contingency and Emergency G: Closure
C: Preparedness and Prevention . E: Manifest/Records/Reporting H: Financia] Requirements

Subpart B: General Faci1ity Standards

Yes No  N/A  Remark #

1. The operator has a detailed chemical and physical analysis of the wastematerial
containing all of the information which must be known to properly treat or store - : _ 2 |
. the waste as requ1red by Section 265.13(a)(1). ;%( I

2. The operator has a written waste analysis plan which describes analytical pa-
rameters, test methods, sampling methods, testing frequency and responses to .
any process changes that may affect the character of the waste {Section 265.13(b)). 7

3. a) Physical contact with the waste structures or equipment will not injure

unknowing/unauthorized persons or livestock entering the facility (265.14(a)(1)). e
b) Disturbance of the waste will not cause a v1o]at1on of the hazardous waste N
regulations (265.14(a){2)). | A

IF BOTH 3a AND 3b ARE "YES", MARK QUESTIONS 4 AND 5 “NOT APPLICABLE".

4. The facility has -

a) A 24-hour surveillance system, or : L RN

b) An artificial or natural barrier and a means to control entry at all

times (265. 14(b)(2) | f?\ Lop s
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

JYes

The facility has a sign "Danger-Unauthor1zed Personnel Keep Qut" at each
entrance to the active portion of the facility and at other locations as
necessary. (265.14(c))

Mo NA

Remark #

a) The operator must develop and follow a comprehensive, written inspection plan
and must document the inspections, malfunctions and any remedial actions taken
in an operating record log which is kept for at least three years. (265.15)

b} Areas subject to spills {i.e., loading and unloading afeas, container storage
areas, etc.) are inspected daily when in use and according to other applicable
regulations when not actively in use. (265.15(b){4)

. The facility has provided a Personnel Training Program in compliance with

Section 265.16(a){b)(c) including instruction in safe equipment operation and

. emergency response procedures, training new employees within 6 months and

providing an annual training program refresher course.

The facility keeps all records required by Section 265.16(d)(e) including
written job titles, job descriptions and documented employee training records.

If required due to the actual hazards associated with Ignitable, Reactive or
incompatible waste materials, the facility meets the following requirements
(Section 265.17).

a) Protection from sources of ignition.

b) Physical separation of jncompatible waste materials.

c) "No Smoking" or "No Open Flames" signs near areas where Ignitable or
Reactive wastes are handled.

d) Any comingling of waste materials is done in a controlled, safe manner

as prescribed by Section 265.17(b).

Revised 9/15/82



RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Subpart C: Preparedness and Prevention

Has there been a fire, explosion or non-planned release of hazardous waste at
this facility? (265.31) '

If required due to actual hazards associated with the waste material, the
facility has the following equipment: (265.32)

a) Internal alarm system.

b} Access to telephone, radio or other device for summoning emergency
assistance. :

c) Portable fire control equipment.

d) MWater at adequate volume and pressure via hoses sprinkier, foamers or
sprayers.

A1l required safety, fire and communications equipment is tested and maintained
as necessary; testing and maintenance are documented. (265.33)

If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, per-
sonnel have immediate access to an emergency communication device during times
when hazardous waste is being physically handled. {265.34)

If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material,
adequate aisle space to allow unobstructed movement or emergency or spill

control equipment is maintained. (265.35) '

If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material,
the facility has attempted to make appropriate arrangements with local
emergency service authorities to familiarize them with the possible hazards
and the facility layout. (265.37(a)

Where state or Tocal emergency service authorities have declined to enter
into any proposed special arrangements or agreements the refusal has been

documented. (265.37(b)

4

Yes

N/A  Remark #

\):/
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RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Subpart D: Contingency and Emergency

The facility has a written Contingency Plan designed to minimize hazards from
fires, explosions or unplanned releases of hazardous wastes (265.57) and .
contains the following components:

a) Actions to be taken by personnel in the event of an emergency incident.

N/A Remarkr#

b) Arrangements or egreements with local or state emergency authorities.

c) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of all persons qualified to act
as emergency coord1nator.

d) A list of all emergency equipment including location, phy51ca1 description
and outline of capabilities.

e) If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste(s) handled,
an evacuation ptan for fac1]1ty personnel. (265.51(f))-

-
."J\‘

A copy of the Contingency Plan and any p]an revisions is maintained on-site and
has been submitted to all local and state emergency service authorities that
might be required to participate in the execution of the plan. (265.53)

The plan is revised in response to facility, equipment and personnel changes
or failure of the plan. (265.54)

An emergency coordinator is designated at all times (on-site or on-call) is
familiar with all aspects of site operation and emergency procedures and has
- the author1ty to implement all aspects of the Cont1ngency Plan. (265.56)

If an emergency situation has occurred the emergency coordinator has implemented
all or part of the Contingency Plan and has taken all of the actions and made all

- of the notifications deemed necessary under Sections 265.56.

Revised 9/15/82



RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes No N/A  Remark #

Subpart E: Manifests/Records/Reporting

NOTE : THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS ARE APPLICABLE TO BOTH ON~SITE AND OFF-SITE TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL
FACILITIES.

1. The operator maintains a written operating record at his facility as required
by Section 265.73 which contains the following information:

a) Description and quantity of each hazardous waste tfeated, stored or
disposed of within the facility and the date(s) and method(s) pertinent .
to such treatment storage or disposal. (262.73(b)(1) _ r<

b) -Common name, EPA Hazardous Waste Identification Number and physical state “
(1iquid, solid, gas) of the waste(s). /™

¢) The estimated (or actual) weight, volume or density of the waste 2{

material(s).

d) A description of the method(s) used to treat, store or dispose of the waste(s) )
using the EPA Handling Codes listed in 45 FR 33252 (May 19, 1980). o

e) The present physical Tocation of each hazardous waste within the facility. : /T

f} FOR DISPOSAL FACILITIES, the location and quantity of each hazardous waste
recorded on a map of the facility and cross-references to any pertinent
manifest document number(s). (265.73(b)(2)

g) Records of any waste analyses and trial tests required to be performed.

h) Records of the inspections required under Section 265.15 {General Inspection

Requirements - Subpart B).

i} Records of any'monitoring, testing or analytical data required under other
Subparts as referenced by Section 265.73(b)(6).

J) Records of Closure cost estimates and Post-Closure (DISPOSAL ONLY) cost

estimates required under Subpart G.
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes No N/A  Remark #

2. The operators has submitted an annual Treatment-Storage-Disposal Operating
Report (by March 1) containing all of the operating information required “
under Section 265.75. , fAi

NOTE : THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS ARE APPLICABLE TQ ONLY OFF-SITE TREATMENT, STORAGE AND DISPOSAL FACILITIES.

3. Manifests received by the facility are signed and dated; one copy is given
to the transporter, one copy is sent to the generator w1th1n 30 days and 4
one copy is kept for at least 3 years. (265. 71) ?k

a) If shipping papers are used in lieu of man1fests (bulk shipments, etc.) _ -
the same requirements are met. (265.71(b) S b

b) Any significant discrepancies in the manifest, as defined in Section -
265.72(a) are noted in writing on the manifest document. {265.71(a)(2)) i~

4. Any manifest d1screpanc1es have been reconciled within 15 days as required
by Section 265.72(b) or the coperator has submitted the required information
to the Regional Administrator/Director. - a

5. If the facility has accepted any unmanifested hazardous wastes from off-site
sources {except from small quantity generators) for treatment, storage, or
disposal an unmanifested waste report containing all the information required
by Section 265.76 has been submitted to the Regiona1 Administrator/Director
within 15 days. _

Subpart G: Closure and Post-Closure

NOTE : THE FOLLOWING REQUIREMENTS ARE APPLICABLE TO BOTH DISPOSAL AND NON-DISPOSAL FACILITIES.

1. A written Closure Plan is on file at the facility and contains the following 7
elements: (Section 265.112) ?&

a) A description of how and when the facility will be closed. (265,112(a)(1). | /><
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RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes

b) A description of how any of the applicable closure requirements in other
Subparts of Section 265 (Tanks, Surface Impoundments, Landfill, etc.) will

No

N/A  Remark #

be carried out.

_c) An estimate of the maximum amount of hazardous'wasteS‘being treated ar in

storage at the fac111ty (  NOTE: Maximum inventory should agree with
the penn1t )

ey
SN

d) A description of steps taken to decontaminate facility equipment.

e) The year closure is expected to begin and a schedule for the various
~ phases of closure.

"one
L

The Closure Plan has been amended within 60 days in response to any changes

- \-.

o

in facility design, processes or closure dates.

The Closure Plan has been submitted to the Regional Administrator/Director
180 days prior to beginning the Closure process.

Subpart H: Financial Requirements

The owner or operator of the facility has established financial assurance
for closure by use of one of the following: {265.143)

a) A closure trust fund, or

b} A surety bond, or S

¢} A closure letter of credit, or .

d) A combination of financial mechanisms.
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Yes No Unknown  Wdived

e} I¥f it was determmined that modification of the number, location or
depth of monitoring wells was necessary, was the system brought
into compliance with 265.971(a)? 265.93{f)

10. Has an outline of a ground-water quality assessment program been
prepared? 265.93(a)

a) Does it describe a program capable of detennininj:

1) Whether hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents A/'A_
have entered the ground-water? /

2} The rate and extent of migration of hazardous waste or
nazardous waste constituents in ground-water? /%Qf/?

]

3) Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous waste ,4/;4
constituents in groundwater? ;

b) After the first year of monitoring, have at least four replicate
measurenents of each indicator parameter been obtained for samples - /hf.;}
taken for each well? 265.93(b)

1) Were the results compared with the initial background means |
from the upgradient well(s) determined during the first year? /V//4

(i) MWas each well considered individually? _ ' /«//y}

(11) Was the Student's t-test used (at the 0.01 1eve1 of

significance)? /V/QQ
2) MWas a s1gn1f1cant increase (or pH decrease as we11) found in the '

(i) Upgradient wells o | - /Q{/>4

(%1) Downgradient wells _ | ' . - /V//q
If "Yes", Compliance Checklist A-2 must also be completed. ' _

11. Have records been kept bf analyses for parameters in 265.92(c¢) and (d)? _
265.94(a)(1) ' ES _
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Have the Tocations of the waste management areas been verified
conform with information in the ground-water program?

a)

Do the numbers, locations, and depths of the ground-water monitoring
wells agree with the data in the ground-water monitoring system
program?

- If the facility contains multiple waste management components,
is each component adequately monitored?

If "No", explain discrepancies.

Well completion details. 265.91(c)

Has a ground-water sampling and analysis plan been developed?
265.92(a)

Are wells properly cased?

Are wells screened (perforated) and packed where necessary to
enable sampling at appropriate depths?

to

Are annular spaces properly sealed to prevent contamination
of ground-water?

Has it heen followed?

Is the plan kept at the facility?

Does the plan include procedures and techniques for:

Sample collection?
Sample preservation?
Sample shipment?
Analytical proceduréS?

Chain of custody control?

No Unknown Waived

N/A

MIA

VA

/\//,4

WA

NA

VA

WA
A
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

b) A description of how any of the applicable closure requirements in other
Subparts of Section 265 {Tanks, Surface Impoundments, Landfill, etc.) will
be carried out. :

c) An estimate of the maximum amount of hazardous wastes being treated or in
' storage at the facility.( NOTE: Maximum inventory should agree with
the permit.) :
d) A description of steps taken to decontaminate facility equipment.

e) The year closure is expected to begin and a schedule for the various
phases of closure.

. The Closure Plan has been amended within 60 days in response to any changes
~in facility design, processes or closure dates.

The Closure Plan has been submitted to the Regional Administrator/Director
180 days prior to beginning the Closure process. '

Subpart H: Financial Requirements

The owner or operator of the facility has established financial assurance
for closure by use of one of the following: (265.143)

a) A closure trust fund, or
b) A surety bond, or

¢) A closure letter of credit, or

d) A combination of financial mechanisms.

Yes

N/A  Remark #
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12. Have records been kept of ground-water surface elevations taken at the

time of sampling for each well? 265.94(a)(1)

13. Have records been kept of required elevations in 265.93(b)?

265.94(a)(1)

Unknown  Haived

14, Have the following been submitted to the Reg1ona] Adm1n15trator
265.94(a)(2):

a)

b)

Initial batkground concentrations of parameters listed in 26592(b)
within 15 days after completing each quarterly ana1ys1s required
dur1ng the first year?

For each well, have any parameters whose concentrations or values
have exceeded the maximum contaminant levels allowed in drinking
water supplies been separately identified?

Annual reports including:

1)  Concentrations or values of parameters used as indicators of
ground-water contamination for each well along with required
evaluations under 265.93(b}?

2}  Any sﬁgnificant differences from initial background values
in upgradient wells separately identified?

3)  Results of the evaluation of ground-water surface elevations?

Comments: Subpart F

J

¢ fdur\d w-:;-f‘e_r mcm"ltor}% 5y57[rm })CfS boeen {/}S][v'a //C‘C(~

NIA
/V/A

w4

JJA
A
/l///jr
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Yes  No Unknown  Waived

9. Are the reguired parameters in ground-water samples being tested C :
quarterly for the first year? 265.92(b) and-265.92(c}(1) : ;><

a) Are the ground-water samp]eé analyzed for the following:

1)  Parameters characterizing the suitability of the ground-water
as a drinking water supply? 265-92(b)(1)

2) Parameters establishing ground-water quality? 265.92({bJ(2) Ef

3) Parameters used as indicators of ground-water
contamination? 265.92(b){(3)

(i) For each indicator parameter are at least four replicate
measurements obtained at each upgradient well for each : ‘
sample obtained during the first year of monitoring? /V ‘ﬁ}
265.92(C)(2)' /

(i3} Are provisions made to calculate the initial background
arithmetic mean and variance of the respective parameter ;
concentrations or values obtained from the upgradient Af /%
well(s) durign the first year? 265.92(c)(2) }

b) For facilities which have completed first yéar ground-water sampling
and analysis requirements:

1) Have samples been obtained and analyzed for the ground-water | /1/ )”
quality parameters at least annually? 265.92(d)(7) /i“T

2) Have samples been obtained and analyzed for the indicators
of ground-water contamination at least semi-annually?
265.92(d}(2) _

¢)  Were ground-water surface elevations determined at each monitoring

well each time a sample was taken? 265.92(e) ' /%?Kﬁ%
d) Were the ground-water surface elevations evaluated annually to

determine whether the monitoring wells are properly placed?

265.92(f) /V//f}
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Yes No Unknown  Yaived

e) If it was determmined that modification of the number, location or
depth of monitoring wells was necessary, was the system brought
into compliance with 265.91(a)? 265.93{f)

10. Has an outline of a ground-water quality assessment program been

prepared? 265.93(a) ‘ Z§
a) Does it describe a program capable of determininj:

1) Whether hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents N 4
have entered the ground-water? !

2) The rate and extent of migration of hazardous waste or _
hazardous waste constituents in ground-water? fﬁjw/q

4

3) Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous waste /m/#4
constituents in groundwater? IV

b) After the first year of monitoring, have at Tleast four replicate
measurements of each indicator parameter been obtained for samples /»/ ;}
taken for each well? 265.93{(b) . : /

1)  Were the results compared with the initial background means /
from the upgradient well(s) determined during the first year? /b//4

(1) Was each well considered individually? o | o ,A//V?
(ii) Was the Student's t-test used (at the 0.01 level of .
significance)? : ' L o ,A//?}
2)  Was a significant increase (or pH decrease as ﬁéTT) found in the: ' | o
(i) Uhgradieht wells - ' . o /14/>4
- VA

11. Have records been képt of analyses for parameters in 265.92(c) and (d)? _
265.94(a)(1) ' 2S

(i1) Downgradient wells
If "Yes", Compliance Checklist A-2 must also be completed.

Revised 5/3/83 -
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SUBPART F: GROUNDWATER MONITORING

Type of facility: (check appropriately)

a) surface impoundment

b) Landfill

c) land treatment faciltity
d} disposal waste pile

Ground-water Monitoring Progrem

1. Was the ground-water monitoring program reviewed prior to site visit?
If "No",

a) Was the ground-water program reviewed at the facility prior
to site inspection?

2. Has a ground-water monitoring program (capable of determining the
- facility's impact on the quality of groundwater in the uppermost
aguifer underlying the facility) been implemented? 265.90(a)

3. Has at least one monitoring well been installed in the uppermost aquifer
hydraulically upgradient from the 1imit of the waste management area?

265.91(a)(1)

a} Are ground-water samples from the uppermost aquifer, representative
of background ground-water quality and not affected by the facility
{as ensured by proper well number, location and depths?)

4, Have at Teast three monitoring wells been installed hydraulically
downgradient at the 1imit of the waste handling or management

area? 265.91(a)(2)

a} Do well number, locations and depths ensure prompt detection
of any statistically significant amounts of HW or HW constituents
that migrate from the waste management area to the uppermost aquifer?

Inknown Waived

meurk

# |

N/ A

NA_
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Have the locations of the waste management areas been verified to
conform with information in the ground-water program?

a) - If the facility contains mu1t1p$é waste management components,
is each component adequately monitored?

Do the numbers, locations, and depths of the ground-water monitoring
wells agree with the data in the ground-water monitoring system
program? If "No", explain discrepancies.

Well completion details. 265.91(c)

a) Are wells properly cased?

b}  Are wells screened (perforated) and packed where necessary to
enable sampling at appropriate depths?

¢) Are annular spaces properly sealed to prevent contamination
of ground-water? '

Has & ground-water sampling and analysis pTan been developed?
265.92(a) = -

a) Has it been followed?
b) Is the plan kept at the facility?
g)  Does the nlan include procedures and techhiques for:
1) - Sample collection?
2) Sample preservation?
3) Sémp]e shipmént?
4)  Analytical procedurés?

5) Chain of custody control?

Yés No Unknown Waived

- - /\;’/'.,.4

WA

NIA

A
oy

- | %

/A

— - VA
— —
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

PART 5. TREATMENT/STORAGE/D ISPOSAL

SUBPARTS INCLUDED

It Management of Containers L: Waste Piles 0: Incinerators
J: Management of Tanks M: Land Treatment P:  Thermal Treatment
- Ki  Surface Impoundments N:  Landfills Q: Chemical/Physical/Biological Treatment

Subpart I: Management of Containers

Yes No N/A  Remark #

1. Hazardous wastes are stored in containers which are:

_ : . A
a) Closed (265.173) | X |
b) In good physical condition (265.171) X
¢} Compatible with the wastes stored in them (265,]72) )<

- 2. Containers are stored closed except when it is necessary to add or remove

wastes. (265.173(a)) X
3. Hazardous waste containers are not stored, handled or opened in a manner : .
which may rupture the container or cause it to Teak., (265.173(b)) _}i
4. The area where containers are stored is inspected for evidence of leaks or o
corrosion at least weekly and such inspections are documented. (265.174) : )<

5. Containers holding Ignitable or Reactive waste(s) are located at least 50 feet
(15 meters) from the property line and the general requirements for handling
such wastes in Section 265.17 (physical separation, signs and safety) are
met (265.176). X

6. Containers holding hazardous wastes are never stored near other materials ,
which may interact with the waste in a hazardous manner. (265.177{c) )<

£

Fooe.

_g(’ men K
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RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Subpart K: Surface Impoundments

Yo No N/A  Remark #

- 1. The Surface Impoundment is designed to operate with at least 2 feet (60 cm.)
of freeboard and has a structural containment system adequate to contain the . t¥ \
waste material {Section 265.222). . X

2. Earthen structural containment systems are equipped with protective cover such o a7
as grass, shale or rock to minimize erosion from wind and water (265.22). e .2§_

3. The level of freeboard in the Surface Impoundment is inspected at least once
each operating day, the structural containment system is inspected at Teast o
once per week and all such inspections are documented (265.226). }(

4. Whenever Surface Impoundments are used to treat or store wastes substantially
different from prev1ous wastes or when substantially different treatment pro- _
cesses are used in the Surface Impoundment, the fac11ity has insured the , .
safety of such changes (265. 225) _ X

5. With the exception of emergency situations, whenever Ignitable or Reactive
wastes are placed in Surface Impoundments the facility has insured the safety
of the operation by treating the waste immediately after placement in the
Surface Impoundment S0 that it is no Tonger Ignitable or Reactive (265.229 5
and 265.17(b). _ )<

6. Incompatible materials are never placed in the same Surface Impoundment
unless it is done in compliance with the safety requirements of Section '
265.17(b) (265.230). X

NOTE : IF THE OPERATOR ELECTS NOT TO EXEMPT THE SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT FROM FURTHER REGULATION BY REMOVING ALL WASTE
MATERIALS, THE SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT IS SUBJECT TO THE POST-CLOSURE CARE AND GROUNDWATER MONITORING REQUIRE-
MENTS SPECIFIED IN SUBPART G FOR DISPOSAL FACILITIES AND SUBPART N, SECTION 265.310 FOR LANDFILLS.

(SECTION 265.228)

¥ ) . . -~ N ) I + {'S C?
;ﬁ, TA@ S‘Uf"]lw(e’_ /ﬂ’!fauaé/mm'f’/ﬁd's ne _5\,!{‘(“( cu%/r'}", .

/()C{IC/] f?.r‘)" I‘/’ [‘/Fc[ }Il{ue 2 (.‘f’r""‘fc o\( (recéom-o[, |
. | [ ' “ I ¢ f'%'C.S ofN
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RCRA INTERIM STATQS INSPECTION FORM

3

Wt

Subparts @ and P: Inc1ner§t10n and Thermal Treatment

1. Determination of Steady State

a) Type of unit (i.e., type of incinerator or thermal treatment}: Fereo Fupngee.

b) Components and steady state condition:

NOTE : INDICATE WHETHER OR NOT THIS COMPONENT WAS AT STEADY STATE PRIOR TO ADDING WASTE.

No N/A  Remark

q?(

Lomponent . Yes
1. Fr}rro FZanﬁf brnﬁcﬁ - F;Lr» JQ&EGP Lf"ryfd.
2. _ |
3..
4.

2. Waste Analysis b

NOTE : THE FOLLOJING ARE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS, FOR WASTES NOT PREVIOUSLY BURNED/TREATED:

a) Required analyses; has an analysis been performed for the heating value?

b) Halogen content?

c) Sulfur content?

d} Has documented or written data been substituted for analysis of either:

1. Lead? . L

2. Mercury?
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RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

List other pafameters for which the waste is tested to enable owner or operator to establish steady
state or determine the types of pollutants which may be emitted. (Note in Remarks any which you feel

should be tested.)

Remark #

Monitoring and Inspections

a)
b)
c)
d)

e)

NOTE :

Are combustion/emission control instruments monitored at least every
15 minutes?

Is steady state maintained or corrections attempted?

Is stack plume observed at least hourly for normal color and opacity?

' Did any stack observations made by owner or operator show a plume different

than normal?

If yes to "d" above, were corrections made to return emissions to normal
appearance?

SPECIFY IN REMARKS FOR WHAT PERIOD OF TIME THIS WAS CHECKED.

Yes No N/A  Remark #
X
X |
e X2
X
X

'’
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mow total 140,

O MR 07 1984 Ernest L. Cunningham, Tresaswer, declined
financial statement.

Me submitted the following partial estimates dated MAER 07 1984y

Bales for fiscel vear 1983 were £18, 500,000,

Cunningham stated that sales for the fiscal vear
19873 were wven compared bto the same period last yaar,
DErl ol Was BvEe.

Cunndnghan abttributed any reporited slownesse in bragde paveents fo
accounts in dispute.

ended Dee 351
FProfit for the

Tow sidw
Mow Qwing

Balances
Horrowing

BVEr S
@ moant .

Figures.
nobbhing.

Aocourt open over three
FPayments as agreed.

YEAF B

EpWIn &, MULLTEAN,
EDMUND 5. BELL JR.,
ERGINEER TG .
ERMEST L. CUNMMNINGRaM, TRESD &
COMTROLLER
DIRECTORAR) 3
lawless,

Incurporatsed
44, 000 shares Common
stook, F530 par value.

Pusiness started 1942 by Framk B, Jdones, individualiy,
corporation sucopesded.  FPresent control succoessded 1978,

1007 of capital stock is owied by Edwin F. Mulligan and the
o Frank . Jones.

Husingss succeeded to present ownership as a result of the
sethlement of the estate pf the late Frank E. Jones, founder, in 1978,
EDWIN F. MULLIGANM, born 1915 marvried, Soo-in-law of the lats
Frank E. Jdonegs, founder. 1953640 emploved by Frentice Hall Publishing

Company., Mulligarn doined subisct corporation in 1945 and was
sgquently slected Exscutive Yice President, Aesumsd the additionsl
prf SBeoretary in 19581, Mulligsan was slected Presigent in 1954,

PRES
VPRE S

DALYVIN DONOVER, BEXEC
HMAlROLD R, HOWELL, V
MENUFAETURING

Y OPRES %
FRES~

BED

THE OFFICER{SY amd Richard We Brown and William D.

8 1943, Authorized capital consists of
B15 par value and 4,000 shares preterred

Ohio Feb
stock,

tivis

edis

miin
office



ONED METAL PRODUCTES COMPARNY DES

i

s 1954 PEEE DR

EDMUNDG B, BELL JR., Dhorn 1926 mareied. Graduated $from West 1
Mirginia iversity in 1947, 194757 smploved by the Penneylivania
Haidlroad Company. 1997 to present with this businsss.

DR VIN DONDVAN, born 197324 marrisd. Has been smploved by subjisct
coppzany since completion of education in 1948,

HOROLD R, HONELL, born 1932 married. 1953 to present seploved by
this corporation.

ERMEST L. CUMMNINGHAM, born 1928 marvied. Gradusted from Maeshall
Lird warei by

b

,» Huntington, WV, in 1%461 with a degrees in Accounting.
iFal-64 served United States Mawvy., 12468447 emploved by HEalser
#Fluminum Chenioal Company. 19770 emploved by Seneral Elsciric
Company, Coshoocton, OH. 1975 to present with subjsct company.
Elected Treaswrer in 1978, :
HICHARD H. BROKN, President, Joness-Zvion Inc, West Latfavetite, OH.
WILLIAM L. LaklES
Latayette, UH.

3. President, Abolite Lighting Ino, West

CHERAT TN
4 AE S84 This corporation, bobh individuslly and through subsidigries
manutactures commercial and industrial slectric lighting fixtures
(454, wholesales hospital supplies (304 and pertforaz poroslsain
grameling of lighting fixtures (204,
Bwlls orn 13 10 net 30 day terms (S04 armd met 30 day terms (500, Has
2,000 ancounts. Dells to wholesslers, compercial and industrisl
atocournts bhrough manafactuwrers asand wholesale representatives.
Territory linited States (930, sxport to Buwwopes (G0,
Monmssasoral .
EFMPFLOYEES: 240 ancluding officers. 40 enploved hara. Includes
zubsidiary emplovess.
FailLbITiER: leasses 12,000 sg. F4. in two story brick concrete
Block building in opod condition. Presisss neat.
LOCAT I 0M: Industrisl section on side stresst.
BERAMOHES:  Branch meanufacturing plant is located on Btewart
Strest, West Lafavette, OH. &t that location the husiness owng
PG, s, Fh. in & two story rick buillding in noreal condition.
Fremises in order. Operations here identical to those of the
Meadguarters saddress,
SUBSIDIARIES: Subiect has twh subsidiaries. Each is wholly
owned ., :
(1) &bolite Lighting, Ino, West Lafayvetite, OH. Chaytered onder
hio laws Jun 16 1%446. Manufactwres commercial and industrial
glepctric lighting finztures.

2 Jdenes-Ivion, Ing, West Lataysbtte, O, Chartered onder Ohio
Laws May 286 1954,  bWholssales hospital suppliss.

Fimancial details declined. Managemesnt reported intarcompany
relations are condined to merchandise bransactions on net 30 davy
terms.  No BEnown loans, guaranteszs or endorssments in effsct.
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Coshocton County
Hazardous Materials
OHDO04280897

: : oA
Jones Metal Products Company I " -,ﬁ? Junéi 2, 1982
305 North Center Street . “pﬁaxbcﬁﬁﬁﬁ K
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845 \5551%?5 ne

Attention: Ed Bell

Dear Sir:

On May 6, 1982, Ohio EPA conducted an inspection of your facility to determine
compliance with State and Federal hazardous waste regulations. Your facility
was represented by yourself. At that time, it was determined that you are a
small quantity generator and generate at least three types of hazardous waste
which are: ;

1. Enamel waste - colored enamel contains toxic metais. However, since you
' are recycling the material, it is exempt from the hazardous waste regulations.

2. Ignitable solvent - you indicated that you use so little of this that it .
evaporates as fast as it is generated and never becomes a waste.

3. Acid bath - sulfuric acid is used to clean off metal pieces. This. acid is
discharged into a lagoon when spent. o

Other wastes you generate need to be evaluated to determine if they may be
hazardous. The filter paper may contain concentrations of heavy metals. Rinse
waters and other spent baths may be corrosive and should be evaluated prior to
discharging to the lagoon.

To be considered a small quantity generator and obtain exclusion from full regulation,
"~ you are responsible to evaluate all your waste to determine if they are hazardous.
You must also either make sure your hazardous waste is either properly treated

by an off site facility which has a hazardous waste treatment permit or treat on

site and obtain a hazardous waste permit. -

You should be aware that these are several exemptions which may be considered prior
to obtaining a hazardous waste permit. Owners or operators of totally enclosed
treatment works, or elementary treatment units are exempt from obtaining a permit
and meeting all the record keeping and reporting regulations and other fac111ty
standards.

It is our recommendation to you to consider closing out your unpermitted lagoon
system and discharge to the city sewer system after meeting their effluent
standards and obtain their approval. Your treatment lagoons are currently
presenting a threat to the groundwater in your area due to the highly permeable
materials which underlie your facility. If you close out the lagoons and remove
the wastes therein, you will not be responsible for the expense of the 30 years
of post-closure groundwater monitoring. Also, if you close out the lagoons you
will not be responsible to obtain a hazardous waste permit.

State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency James A. Rhodes. Governor

Southeast District Office Wayne S_ Nichofs' Director
2195 Front St..Logan, Ohio 43138 - (614) 385-8501



Jones Metal Products Co.pany
June 2, 1982
Page 2

Along with the completed uispection form, you will find the general facility
standards enclosed in a checklist form. You will need to comply with these
standards if you decide to obtain a permit. '

Please notify this office in writing within 30 days as to your intentions
‘to obtain a permit or pursue another course of action. We would also like
to see what progress you have made in testing your wastes. If you have
any questions, please contact me at this office.

- Sincerely,

Patrick H. Gorman
Environmental ‘Scientist
Division of Hazardous Materials Management

PHG:dm
cc:': Paula Cotter DHW, C.O.

cc: Kathy Homer Regmn V, USEPA
cc: Ken Dewey, SEDO




RCRA _INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

u.S. EPA 1.D. No. OHD O« )‘ergf) Cqy

t

o
l

PART 1. GEMERAL INFORMATION
Facility: J ones e 'fl'grg; quH.s Address: 3085 K Ceqter 57L City: Vi;/”’f r [atpcis
State: Ohlo Zip Code: 4 3%45  County: Cmrgxa % Telephone: L 20 = X507
Facility Operator: Sapp a5 oboue Title: Telephone:
Facility Owner: Syme G é’éfﬁu{? ' Address:
Cify: | State: Zip Code: Telephone:
Type of Ouwnership: X private ‘-_ Government State HWFAB No. /‘ O 7 |
Date of Inspection: /f /57 Time of Inspection: (Start) _ /2745  (Finish)
. f ' 5
Advance Notification? No MZS_ Yes:
Weather Conditions: %0 F ;-Svﬂhxﬁ
~ INSPECTION PARTICIPANT(S)
, (Name | {Title) (Telephone)
1. fﬁﬂ;nmﬂ{f [ , F. Lﬁ fi' E?ﬁé;ﬁfﬁfﬁﬁi A g2
2, | ’ )
_ N
4.
EPA 9011 -1

-




RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

| INSPECTOR(S)
(Name) ' (Title) ' (Telephone)
1. %?%ﬂ Crspiren Lo nviconmeds | Scien 7 s éﬁ%ffﬁ‘f’”gffw
2.
3.
4.
1. Type(s) of hazardous waste site activity: A.. _’ZQ“ Generation  B. ______étorage C. __ Treatment
D. _____ Transportation E. ___ Disposal

2. Specific hazardous wastes handled at this facility (EPA Hu#):
a) Listed Wastes:

b) Non-Listed Wastes: _ X 1 X ¢ R X T

DOO1 Doo2 D003 DOOG
P : e * Z o } o )
/ ; ] . L Py ' . /
it jw/ C e t\:f‘}.r‘r Go. 8% M, O 4 -"T v 1o Y/ & {"3‘)/’ o meats
3. Has this facility submitted a Part A Permit Application? Yes X MNo

4. Does this facility store, treat or dispose of any hazardous waste from any off-site domestic sources?

Yes, See Remark ¥ 55: No

-2

s




RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

5. Does this facility store, treat or dispose of any hazardous waste from any foreign sources?

_Yes, See Remark # 2§ No v

6. Does this facility transport hazardous waste materials off-site for itself or other generators?

hra

Yes, Complete Part 3 (Transp.) . (. No

D e —

a) Applicable U.S. EPA I.D. Number

b) Ohio P,U.C.0. GR TRSF Number

h
- El
»

7. A brief description of site activity: o i .
e A e - S |
This Bty okt fos metal proudocts . They Clean Fie wets]

}G Kf/{‘(-f'_ i \.ruf‘"(g/h *:? / / (0 f}a'f -(_0 S;"'\ f& },"}ff_if.‘.‘ GA CAGME if Gn j é'*h‘)%’f qj‘
e N . 4
: (. 2on | | -

AJ

REMARKS, PART 1. (GENERAL INFORMATION)

EPA 9011 . -3




PART 2.

RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORI

GENERATOR REQUIREMENTS

G

1. The hazardous waste{s) generated at thié facility have been tested or are ac-
knowledged to be hazardous waste(s) as defined in Sections 261 and 3745-51 in
compliance with the requirements of Sections 262,11 and 3745-52-11.

2. Does this faci?ity generate any hazardous wastes that are excluded from regula-
tion under Sections 261.4 and 3745-51-C4 (statutory exclusions) or Sections
261.6 and 3745-51-06 (recycle/reuse)?

3. Does this facility have waste or waste treatment equipment that is excluded
from regulation because of totally enclosed treatment (Sections 265.7(c){9)
and 3745-55-C-9 or via operation of an elementary neutralization unit and/or
wastewater treatment unit (Sections 265.1(c)(10) and 3745-55-C-10,

4. The generator meets the f0110wiﬁg requirements with respect to the preparation,
use and retention of the hazardous waste manifest: .

a)
b)

c)

d)

EPA €

The manifest form used contains all of the information required'by Sections
262.21(a), (b) and 3745-52-21-A-B and the minimum number of copies required

by Sections 262.22 and 3745-52-22,

The generator has designated at least one permitted disposal. facility and
has/will designate an alternate facility or instructions to.return waste
in compliance with Sections 262.20 and 3745-52-20.

Prepared manifests have been signed by the generator and initial trans-
porter in compliance with Sections 262.23 and 3745-52-23,

The generator has complied with manifest exception reporting requireménts
{investigate after 35 days, report after 45 days) in Sections 262.42(a),
(b) and 3745-52-42,

Signed copies of all hazardous waste manifests and any documentation re-

quired fer Exception Reports are retained for at least 3 years as required
by Sections 262.40 and 3745-52-40.

2~

Yes

No

X

N/A  Remark #

@ flaA :=;( Ll q ?'TLV

Feuend

X po mpeniests
el Gt

A

¥

X




RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

5. The generator meets the following hazardous waste pre-transport requirements:

a) Prior to offering hazardous wastes for transport off-site the waste mate-
rial is packaged, labeled and marked in accord with applicable DOT regu-
lations {Sections 262,30, 262.31 and 262.32(a) and 3745-52-30, 52-31, and
52-32-A). : ' :

b) Prior to offeriné hazardous wastes for transhort off-site each container
with a capacity of 110 gallons (416 Liters) or less is affixed with a com-
pleted hazardous waste label as required by Sections .262.32(b) and 3745-
52-32-B. :

¢) The generator meets requfrements for properly p]acafding or offer1ng to
properly placard the initial transporter of the waste material in com-
p11ance with Sections 262.33 and 3745-52-33.

6. The generator meets the following recordkeeping and reporting requirements:

a) The generator has submitted an ahnua} repart for all hazardous waste
shipped off-site as required by Sections 262.41{a) and 3745-52-41-A-B.

b} The generator has submitted an annual report for all hazardous waste
treated, stored or disposed of on-site as required by Sections 262.41(b)
and 3745-52-41-C and in compliance with Sections 265.71 and 3745-55-71,
when app]1cab]e

7. Hazardous wastes imported from or exported to foreign countr1es are hand?ed in
accordance with the requirements of Sections 262.50 and 3745-52-50.

8. If the generator elects to store hazardous waste on-site in containers or
tanks for 90 days or less without a RCRA storage permit as provided under
Sections 262.34 and 3745-52-34, the following requ1rements with respect to
such storage are met: .

a) Containers: the waste is stored in closed contajners which meet all

applicable DOT pre-transport requirements for packaging, labeling and
marking.

EPA 9012 | | 2-2

Yes

No  N/A

Remark #

X

po Nf—d’ A /fj or ferte i




RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes No  N/A  Remark #
b} The date that.accumu1ation began is clearly marked on each.container. 14
¢) The area where éontainérs are stored is inspected for evidence of leaks or
corrosion at least weekly and such inspections are documented (265.174 and K
3745-56-54). ' : . i

d) Containers holding ignitable or reactive waste(s) are located at least 50
feet (15 Meters) from the property line {Sections 265.176 and 3745-56-56), .
and the general requirements for handling such wastes in Sections 265.17 y:
and 3745-55-17 (physical separation, signs and safety) are met. !

e) Tanks: the tank(s) are operated in compliance with the safety require-
ments of Sections 265.17, 265.192(b}, 3745-55-17 and 56-72-B and are
equipped with a waste-feed cutoff or bypass system as required in Sec- /
tions 265.192(d) and 3745-56-72-D, A

f) Uncovered tanks have at Teast 2 feet (60 cm.) of freeboard unless they are
equipped with a spill containment system with a capacity that equals or ex-
ceeds the volume that 2 feet of freeboard would otherwise provide (265.192 ' .
(c) and 3745-56-72-C), A

g} Daily inspections are made of all Systems pertinent to tHe proper operation
of the tank: discharge and cutoff, monjtoring equipment, tank level and
freeboard {265.194 and 3745-56-74-A-B-C). K’

h) weekiy inspections are made of all tank coristruction materials and containé :
ment structures (265.194 and 3745-56-74~D-E}. o

9. The generator has provided a Personnel Training Program in compliance with Sec-

tions 265.16{a)(b){c) and 3745-55-16-A-B-C including instruction in safe equip-

“ment operation and emergency response procedures, training new employees within

6 months and providing an annual training program refresher course {Sections
262.34 and 3745-52-34),

10. The generator keeps all of the records required by Sections 265.16(d){e) and
3745-55-16-D-F including written job titles, job descriptions and documented
employee training records (Sections 262.34 and 3745-52-34).

EPA 902 | -3

.




RCRA_INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

Yes MNo  N/A  Remark #

11. Whenever a tank is permanently taken out of service or upon closure of the fa-

cility all hazardous wastes and residues are removed and properly disposed of

(Sections 265.197 and 3745-56-77) as referenced in Sections 262.34 and 3745~
52-34, ' :

A
NOTE: SHORT-TERM STORAGE FOR 90 DAYS OR LESS IN TANKS AND CONTAINERS ALSO REQUIRES THAT REGULATIONS IN SECTION

™ 265, SUBPARTS € AND D (PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION PLUS CONTINGENCY AND EMERGENCY) AND 3745-55-30 THRU 37

AND 3745-55-50 THRU 70 BE MET, COMPLETE THESE SECTIONS OF THE INSPECTION FORM UNDER PART 4 - GENERAL
INTERIM STATUS REQUIREMENTS. = ' : ,

REMARKS, PART 2. GENERATOR REQUIREMENTS

EPA 9012 | 2-4




Subpart C: Preparedness and Prevention

1. Has there been a fire, explosion or non-planned release of hazardous waste at .
this facility? (265.31 and 3745-55-31). o | X

2. If required due to actua} hazards associated with the waste material, the fa-
cility has the following equipment: (265.32 and 3745-55-32),

a) Internal alarm system

b). Access to te1ephdné, radio or other device for summoning emergency assis-
tance. o

¢) Portable fire control equipment.

d) Water at adequate volume and pressuré via hoses sprinklers, foamers or
sprayers.

P e P b

- 3. All‘required safety, fire and communications equipment is tested and maintained '
as necessary; testing and maintenance are documented. (265.33 and 3745-55-33),

4. If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, per-
sonnel have immediate access to an emergency communication device during times
wh?n hazardous waste is being physically handled (Sections 265.34 and 3745-55- 3{
34). o ~ , ,

i

£pA 901L | | 4-3




. 1

RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM : .
Yes No N/A  Remark #

5. If requfred due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material,
adequate aisle space to allow unobstructed movement or emergency or spill )/
control equipment is maintained (265.35 and 3745-55-35). ‘ A\

6. If required due to the actual hazards associated with the waste material, the
faci?1ty has attempted to make appropriate arrangements with local emergency _
service authorities to familiarize them with the passible hazards and the fa-
cility layout (265.37'a) and 3745-55-37-A). ><

7. Where state or ]ocalpeﬁergency sefv1ce authorities have declined to enter ,
into any proposed special arrangements or agreements the refusa1 has been /
documented (265.37(b) and 3745-55-37-B). X

Subpart D: Contingency and Emergency

1. The facility has a written Contingency Plan designed to minimize hazards from
fires, explosions or unplanned releases of hazardous wastes (265,51 and 3745-
65-51) and contains the following components:

a) Actions to be taken by personnel in the event of an emergency incident.

b} Arrangements or agreements with local or state emergency authorities.

c) Names, addresses and telephone numbers of all persons qua]1f1ed tu act as
emergency coordinator. :

d) A list of all emergency equipment 1nc1ud1ng tocation, phys1ca] descr1pt10n
- and outline of capab111t1es

e} If required due to the actual hazards assoc1ated W1th the waste(s) handled
an evacuation plan for facility personnel {Sections 265.51(f) and 3745-55~
51-F).

P<

2. A copy of the Contingency Plan and any plan fev1s1ons is maintained on-site and
has been submitted to all Local and State emergency service authorities that
might be required to participate in the execution of the plan. (Sections 265.
53 and 3745-55-53),

EPA 9014 | - 4-4

A




RCRA INTERIM STATUS INSPECTION FORM

The p1ah is revised in response to facility, equipment and personnel changes or
failure of the plan (265.54 and 3745-55-54).

An emergency coordinator is designated at all times {on-site or on-call) is
familiar with all aspects of site operation and emergency procedures and has

the authority to implement all aspects of the Contingency Plan (Sections 265.
55 and 3745-55-55). .

If an emergency situation has occurred, the emergency coordinator has imple~

mented all or part of the Contingency Plan and has taken all of the actions

and made all of the notifications deemed necessary under Sections -265.56
and 3745-55-56. ‘ :

Yes

No

X

N/A

Remark #

A




D. Corrective : |

Action




FAC?’F-‘Y AAane F oA S ’ﬁefw b
Facilidy LO = : 04D 004 250 € F
FMP APPROVAL

We have completed our review of the draft Facility Management Plan
(FMP)} for the subject facility. We have notified the Hazardous
Waste Enforcement Branch (HWEB) and the Emergency and Remedial
Response Branch (ERRB) that the FMP is under review, in accordance
with Edith Ardiente's memos of December 2 and 6 1985,

(Check one)

T T A corrective action order (or other enforcement action)
was recommended, and HWEB concurs.

;E%f No corrective action order was recommended, and HWER
did not object.

TT A corrective action order was recommended, but HWEB
did not concur at this time; we have revised the FMP
accordingly.

(Check one)
TT Action involving ERRB was recommended, and ERRB concurs.
T No ERRB action was recommended, and ERRB did not object.

‘T] Action involving ERRB was recommended, that ERRB did not
concur; we have revised the FMP accordingly.

(Check one)

TT Based on our review, the FMP is hereby approved as drafted
Dy - OEBPA.

As olax€ted by OEFLA o5 PA weedd s
j@g[ Based on our review, the FM@{is hereby approved as amended., -+« Cﬁjf%yﬂ/@?*ﬁ

AR
[ The FMpP s heac‘y ﬂ-/;,ap.oyrd A5 o rattd
by Ohio Per nits UN T4, US, EpA Reglon 12:
Signature _;2%3uzﬁbmbﬁé;*& ﬁgf/%aw?aéizi? Date: ﬁgljiﬁfﬁﬁﬁf

" (EPA Staff)
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State Of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

..O. Box 1049, 361 East Broad St Columbu's, Oh

i0 43216-1049
(614) 466-8565 i

%m 5 Y LUJ Ri . Celeste, Governor
May 16, 1986 w
MAY 21 886 <8 _ =

o = @5%)
Mr. George Hamper, Chief OY L - AID o2 : &
Waste Management Division U.S EPA REGION YV Zu I,
Technical Programs Section, Ohio Unit N
USEPA, Region V, 5HW-13 2 G % =]
230 South Dearborn Street 2% —
Chicago, I11inois 60604 “C:E
Dear Mr. Hamper: @

Attached for your further action is a Facility Management Plan for Jones Metal
Products Company, Inc., OHDOOA280897. We recommend a federal administrative
enforcement action which will require closure of these impoundments and
compliance with appropriate interim status regulations. This matter has been
previously referred to USEPA enforcement.

Please provide me with any comments you may develop concerning the quality or
quantity of this work effort.

1f your permit writers or the enforcement staff have a question of a specific
nature please direct them to contact the Ohio EPA District Permit Writer. Any

other questions or comments of a programmatic or scheduling issue should be
directed to me.

We are on track with the development and scheduling of FMP's.

If you have
questions, please call.

Sincerely,

Qg&rﬂu-’ éf\(;i_ig;;j;;
Tom E. Carlisle

Acting Manager, Engineering Section
Division of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management

TEC/ara
Attachments .

o
cc: Ed Kitchen Creo s

Martha Gibbonrs

Rose Freeman, USEPA

Steve Hamlin/Marilyn Zumbro, SEDO
File (w/attachment)

1407V

® o 4

pOTE. A CELCLH
1yE PA ’5/
Aese mcluled .

L4



inter-office communication

o Tom Carlisle, DSHWM, CO _ date: May 7, 1986
trom: Marilyn Z'untbra')r\,ﬂéﬂwm, SEDO
v

subject: PA/FMP. - JONES - COSHOCTON COUNTY

Attached is a completed Preliminary Assessment/Facility
Management Plan for Jones Metal Products Company, Inc.,
West Lafayette, Ohio. Please call if there are any
guestions.

MZ : dm

RECIIVED
OFID EPA

MAY O 9 1986

DIV, of SOUD & HAZ WASTE MGT.

GEN 1001 ( 3/84 ) ® <5594



PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT REVIEW

Jones Metal Products Company, Inc. .
305 North Center Street
West Lafayette, Ohio 43845

OHD004280897

The Jones Metal Products Company is a contract manufacturer
of specialty stamped steel products.  Prior to September,
1985, the company also conducted porcelain enameling at the
West Lafayette plant.  The production processes have included
caustic cleaning, pickling, annealing, etching, and nickel
plating.

All process wastewaters (rinses, baths, sludges) are discharged
to an unlined pit. A second unlined pit receives non-contact
cooling waters and plant run-off. The pits are underlain by
sand and gravel and are separated only by a small earthen dike.
Although there are no surface outlets from the process pit to
the cooling water pit, they are hydraulically connected and
should be considered as one unit. There are no surface water
) discharges from the pits.

Although the company does not agree, sludges in the impoundments
are regulated as F006. The company is currently negotiating
in-situ closure of the unpermitted units with Region V. The
Village of West Lafayette's well field, serving about 2200
people, is located approximately 2500 feet from the site in

the expected downgradient pathway.

Due to the proximity of a public water supply and the suscep-
tibility of underlying sand and gravel deposits, a high
priority for continuing State involvement is recommended.

No FIT activities are reguested at this time.

Submitted by: _ -Reviewed by:

. g 4 . . .
Merdpn TN Cea?mlﬁr St Lol ol
Marilyn McCoy-Zumbro Stephan L. Hamlin, P.E.
April 30, 1986 Unit Supervisor

DSHWM
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0531s PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT SOURCE SUMMARY
Information
Available
Major Data Elements Yes _: No _Major Source (Ohio EPA Divisions, otheragencies, reports/documents)
Owner/Operator Information
Owner : X OEPA DaHwM SEDG Z’Aﬁﬁm
Operator L X !

Other Responsible or
Affected Parties

Waste Information

Waste States

<

Waste Quantity at Site_

Waste Characterization

(X

Waste Type

— N

Hazardous Substances

< b

Hazardous Conditicns Information

><

<

On-S1te Inspection

Ground Water

Surface Water

Alr

Fire/Explosion

Direct Contact

Soil

Drinking Water

Clarmat /Eanma/Fand Chaln

ol oY el el Ay al>s




" POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ;-1 ’g;i’r‘g{f;g‘;gmm
PRELIMINARY ASSESSM
7 EI A ENT

PART 1-SITE INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT OH 0042 8{,‘?‘? ?

I, SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME Legal. common, or descrptive name of s} 02 STREET, RQUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

jOneS Mf’:hl Prm!udf pﬁfam}’u 3 1. 305 Nﬂfﬂ\ Cr_’lif’{l’ 57'"’"
Q3 CITY 04 STATE | 05 ZIP CODE 06 COUNTY ) 078832 08 cl::)ios':‘l'G

West+ Aafay t1 e oh | 43845 Coshacten o03)l/s
0B GOORDINATES | ATITUDE LONGITUDE
40 1L #50 | o051 #4360 | Fresne cgw-f/ ~103SW

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (S1artvg roen nsarast publie rond}
<t BF 34 fo ot Latapeftr . Tiorn non’fz on SEPI, Turn /zh'f
af the ficst Streets /’aq/ﬂ"t/ 1’5 IV/ bleck on [ef T 07 Morit (intdt St

ilIl. RESPONSIELE PARTIES
0% OWNER {# known}

02 ST?(EET {Buimess, maiing. resuiantal)

Jones ﬂ’le%al Produdds Coﬂpcuby ,_/.,nc 305 Aln ‘,ﬁ? @mt,er_ éffei']"

03aciTy Q4 STATE| 05 ZIP CODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER

West Lafayet+e OH | 43845 |\er¥ S¥5-¢35/

_ 07 OPERATOR (If known and diferan from owner}

08 STREET (Buameay, masding, resxienial)

09 CITY 10 STATE [ 11 ZIP CODE 12 TELEPHONE NUMBER
( )

13 TYPE OF QWNERSHIP (Chack one)

}(3 A. PRIVATE [ B. FEDERAL: O C.STATE  JOD.COUNTY [ E. MUMNICHPAL
{Agency name)
O F. OTHER: _ : O G. UNKNOWN
Soncify
14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FHE (Check af that appiys

O A RCRA3001 DATERECEIVED: /. / 3B UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITEceacia raze) DATERECEWVED: /T C.NONE
MONTH DAY YEAR MONTH DAY YEAR

V. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD

01 CN SITE INSPECTION BY /Check o that aopiy}
Xves oare _ 3 R KL O A.EPA Q B. EPA CONTRACTOR }‘.{c. STATE O D. OTHER CONTRACTOR
o NG VONTR DAY VEAR ] E. LOCALHEALTH OFFICIAL [ F. OTHER: e
CONTRACTOR NAME(S): K{’n :Df'n ey = -~ OFR SEDO psHVM
02 SITE STATUS (Check ona) 03 YEANS QF OPERATION
)QAI ACTIVE (3 B.INACTIVE  [J C. UNKNOWN 1942 I 0 UNKNOWN
BEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR

| 04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT. KNOWN, OR ALLEGED
Hea-q metals | caustic cleaners Fi'{;z{,!;'li% acicls

o

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIAONMENT AND/QR POPULATION

Ground water Pop [ Eny)

V.PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

Q1 PRIQRITY FOR INSPECTION (Chack one. f high or mecium o checkad, compiers Part 2 - Waste inf andt Part 3 - by of [~ and
0 A, HIGH {0 B. MEDIUM G C Low O D.NONE
{inspaciion recquicsd prosptly) {inspection requwed} finxmrect on tima svedable basis} NG further scTIon n84dSy, COMPDMIE Curren! ditposition !onn}

VI INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM

01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency: Grganizaton) 03 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Marilyn MECoy Zumbreo OEPH SEDO M 3e5-50]

04 PERSONRESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 05 AGENGY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NUMBER | 08 DATE 5
[n ars l‘fh mgﬂi‘u‘ ,L:-z—ﬂmbfc ‘ ' MONTH I;A\' YEAR

EPA FORM 2070-12(7-81} Y]




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I IDENTIFICATION

(2 ) ' 01 STATE] 02 SITE NUMBER
‘-’EPA PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT Th

il o3 5—:(;-'
PART 3+ DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS DOLY S OS] F
. HmRDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS '

01 A A GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 020 OBSERVED(DATE. )~ A POTENTAL  C ALLEGED
03'POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ... 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Process weste waters (FECl, caustics, acidhs ) é}hf’ sludges are s C/fzu';fcd direct. /;G Fe
an unbned prt The pit is anderitn oy il /germfaﬁ%‘-f Sardr W
depesits which are susceplible o Con T‘amf'fﬁar"-:éfg .

01 O B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 OBSERVED(DATE: ) O POTENTIAL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: . . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
01 I €. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 [ OBSERVEDIDATE: ) {3 POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
01 [ . FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 OBSERVED (DATE. ) T POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _______ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
01 G E. DIRECT CONTACT 0201 OBSERVED (DATE. | i POTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _______ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
o1 %F. CONTAMINATION OF SO 02 0 OBSERVED(DATE. o ) f}gﬂOTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

{Acins)

Sludges Contained in The walived pits may have Cordaminated wder/f{'g
and/or adjacent sorik. : '

01 XG. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION ) 02C OBSEAVED(OATE. __ ) XPOTENDAL (i ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 2200 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION cungrdetient,
The Village of West Lafa yefle's iweli frelcd is fecoted fapprt-x:'mq .[y

asvo . frem the asite .

01 O H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY Q2T ORSERAVEDHOATE. ] 0 POTENTIAL Z ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: . 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIFTION
01 (Al POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 O OBSERVED (DATE: ) p(POTENTEAL O ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: o2otCFS 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Sec G—.Dr—inh‘? Watey Centamnaton

EPAFORM 2070.12(7-81})

+ ot e s g T e T TR T TR
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Attachment 19 (Revised 7/15/85.)

0o~
Name of Preparer: Marilyn Zumbro . S
‘Date: 4/29/86 A N
(o) *
=/
A
Model Facility Management Plan é%Pp
1., Facility Name: Jones Metal Products Company, Inc.
2. Facility I.D. Number:; OHDO04280837 .e
3, Owner arﬂ/or COperator: Edmund S. Bell, Jr.-V.P. Engineering
4. Facility Location: 305 North Center Street
Street Address
West Lafayette Coshocton Ohio 43845
City County State 2ip Code
5. Fzcility Telephone (if available}: (614) 545-6381
6. Interim Status and/or Permitted Hazardous Waste Units and
Capacities of Each Unit:
Tvoe of Units « Size or Capacity Active or Closed
X Storzge in Tanks or Unknown Active
Containers
Incirerator
Landfill
X surface Impoundrent 2 units ,
1) 150,000 gal. . Active
Waste Pile ' 2) 1.0 million gal Active

I1and Treatment
Injection wWells
Others {Specify)

7. Permit Applicaticn Status: (HWIMS acticon item
nuroar)

*nlthough these units are subject to regulation under RCRA, the facility
has not obtained Interium Status or a Permit.

> ETETESTEY - R T T .



8. Identification of Hazardous Waste Generated, Treated, Stored or
Disposed at the Facility: ( may attach Part A or permit list or reference
those docourents if listing of wastes is
exceptionally long - in that case, to camplete
this guestion list wastes of greatest interest

and/or quantity and note that additional wastes
are managed) .

Type of Waste Quantity Generatéd, Treated, Stored cor Disposed
(note appropriate categories)

FO06 Unknown Generated and stored in surface
impoundments and containers

LentrFiced o ff&fe’ﬂ-af'

9, Review of Response to Solid Waste Management Questionaire indicates: (check one)

S0lid Waste Management Units exist (other than previcusly
identified RCRA units)

No Solid Waste Management Units exist (other than previcusly
identified RCRA units)

It is unclear from review of questionaire whether or not
any solid Waste Management Units exist

_ Respondent indicates that does not know if any Solid Waste
Management Units exist

*No certification statement was submitted . .
10, If the response to question 9 is that Solid Waste Management Units exist,
than check one of the following:

Releases of hazardous waste or constituents have occurred or
are thought to have occurred

Releases of hazardous waste or constituents have not occurred
Releases of hazardous waste or constituents have occurred or
are thought to have occurred but have been adequately remedied

It is not known whether a release of hazardous waste or
constituents has occurred




11, The facility is on the National Priorities List or proposed update of the List
or ERRIS list
Yes - indicate List or update
4 ~ No
Yes - ERRIS list
Prior to campletion of the Recammendation portion of the Facility Management
Plan, the attached Appendix must be completed.
12. Recomendation for Regional Approach to the Facility: Check one
Further Investigation to Evaluate Facility
Permit Campliance Schedule
Corrective Action Order (may include campliance schedule)
X _ Other Administrative Enforcement
Federal Judicial Enforcement
Refefral to CERCI.A for Federally Financed or Enforcement Activity
Voluntary/Negotiated Action
State Action

Brief narrative in explanation of selection : CAFO pending

a) If further investigation altermative is selected:
Site inspection - anticipated inspection date

State or Federal inspection

Preliminary Assessment - anticipated campletion date

RI/FS - anticipated date of initiation

State/Federal

Private Party identify party(ies)




b} If Permit Alternative is Selected: Projected Schedule

Date of Part B Submission: -

Date of Campleteness Check:

Date for Additional Submissions (if required):

Date of Camwpletion of Technical Review:

Canpletion of Draft Permit/Permit Denial:

Public Notice for Permit Decision:

Date of Hearing (if appropriate):

pate for Finzl Permit or Denial Issuance:

Description of any corrective action provisions to be included in permit -

c) If Corrective Action Order aAltermative is Selected:

Estimated Date for Order Issuance:

Description of Provisions of the Order to be Campleted by
Facility:

Description of Compliance Schedule to be Contained in Order:

d) 1f Other Administrative Erifofcement Action is Selected:

Projected Date for Issuance of the Order: Upnknown

Description of Provisions or Goals of the Order:closure of impoundments




e) 1f Judicial Enforcement Alternative Selected:

Date of Referral to Office of Regional Counsel:

£) If Referral to CERCIA for Action Selected:

Date of Referral to CERCLA Sections:

g) If Voluntary/Negotiated Action Alternative if Selected:

pate of Initial Contact with Facility:

Description of Goals of Contact or Discussions with
Facility:

Date for Termination of Discussions if Not Successful:

Date of Finalization of Settlement if Negotiation Successful:

h) 1f State Action Alternative is Selected:

Date for Referral to State:

Name of State Contact:

Phone:

STy e o
: o T T T L T A ey gy
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APPENDIX

The questions constituting this Appendix to the Facility Management Plan
must be filled ocut prior to completion of recomendation elements of the Plan.
The purpose of this appendix is to provide a sumary documentation of the
State and/or U,S.EPA review of available information on the subject facility.
The intent is that a camprehensive f£ile review will be conducted as the basis for
selection of the recommended approach to a given facility. If the Appendix is
campleted by State personnel questions referring to available data reference
information in State files; for Federal personnel the reference is to Federal
files, Where questions refer to "all® available data or information and such
material is voluminous, the response should indicate that files are voluminous, -
and then reference most telling information, for example groundwater contaminants found
frequently or at extremely high concentrations should be specifically listed,
and information most directly supporting recomended approach to facility should
be described. If no information is available in facility files, the response should
so indicate. It is also anticipated that this Appendix may be updated periodically
as more information becomes available,

1. Description of All Available Monitoring Data for Facility:

Type of Data Date Author Sumary of Results or
Conclusions

No monitoring data is available

2, Description of Enforcement Status:

Type of Action Date local, State or Federal Result or Status

USEPA is currently regotiating a CAFO covering closure of
the surface impoundments



3. Description of Any'crmplaints from Public:

Source of Complaint Date Recipient Subject and Response

None received

4, Description of All Inspection Reports for Facility:

Date of Inspection Inspector (local,State, Conclusiens or Caments
' Federal)
5/6/82 P. Gorman-0Ohio EPA SQG/Discharge to lagoons

‘must be evaluated; may
consider closure

12/19/86 " P, Gorman-Ohio EPA Generator; regqulated units
not permitted; generator/
TSD standards not being
implemented; no groundwater
monitoring.

3/26/86 ' K. Dewey-Ohic EPA Generator/TSD in impound-
' ments; noncompliance with
"nearly all standards

5. During inspection of this facility did the inspector note any evidence of past
disposal practices not currently regulated under RCRA such as piles of waste
or rubbish, 1n3ect10n wells, ponds or surface impoundments that might
contain waste or active or inactive landfills?

Yes = give date if inspection and describe observation

X No Don't know

e e,
G- i i
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6. Do inspection reports indicate observations of discolored soils or dead vegeta-
tion that might be caused by a spill, discharge or disposal of hazardous wastes
or constituents?

Yes - indicate date of report and describe observations

X No

Don't know
7. Do inspection reports indicate the presence of any tanks at the facility
which are located below grade and could possibly leak without being
noticed by visual observation?

Yes ~ date of inspection and describe information in report

VX . m
Don't know

8. Does a groundwater monitoring system exist at the facility? No

9, If answer to guestion 8 is yes, is the groundwater system capable of monitoring

both regulated RCRA units and other Solid Waste Management Units? Na

Explain -

10. Is the groundwater monitoring system in compliance with applicable RCRA
groundwater monitoring standards?

1f no, explain deficiency No system exists

L T e T xorpramiare— 4 97 | o o .
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11. Decribe all information on facility subsurface geology or hydrogeology
available.

Type of Information Author Date Summary of Conclusions

No hydrogeolgic investigation has been conducted. General

geology of the area consists of hlghly permeable sand and
gravel.

12, Did the facility submit a 103(c) notification pursuant to CERCLA?

Yes Date of Notification

X No

. 13, If answer to 12 is yes, briefly summarize content of that notification.
(waste management units identified, type of waste concerned)

*

14, Has a CERCLAL Preliminary Assessment/slte Investigation (PA/SI) been campleted
for this facility?

X Yes PA only

No

“-"—-.,’E'&’—«'W. o . —iiom .
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15. If answer to question 14 is yes, briefly describe conclusions of the PA/SI
focusing on types of envirormental contamination found, wastes and sources
of contamination, S S.ews_ | _ v

F006 stored in sand and gravel leaching pit. No groundwater

monitoring in place.

16. If available, having reviewed the CERCIA notification, RCRA Part A and RCRA
Part B, it appears that: (CERCLA unit refers to unit or area of concern in
CERCLA response activity)

RCRA and CERCLA units are same at this facility LhﬁA;RLﬁAW*W& .
L S AL SR
RCRA and CERCLA units are clearly different units

A————

There is an overlap between the RCRA and CERCIA units
( some are the same, scme are different)

* Not available for review

17. Description of Any Past Releases or Envirommental Contamination:

Type/Source of Release Date Material Released Quantity Response

No verified releases

TUM ORI, s TR TRt T M e T ML N T b et D




18, Identification of Reports or Documentation Concerning Each Release
Described in Item 17,

Title/Type of Report

Date Author

NA

Recipients Contents

19, Highlight any information gaps in the file - describe any plans to obtain
additional needed information.

Na

20, Sumary of major envirommental problems noted, desired solution and possible

approaches.

Problem
Storage of F006

in an unlined, un-.

 permitted leaching
pit underlain by
. sand and gravel,

Solution

Qff-site disposal
and closure of im-
poundments with

post/closuare -~ il

groundwater
monitoring

gggroach

Administrative
Orders

Pros and Cons

Kegotiations on
a CAFO have been
unsuccessful to
date



e JON ES METAL erobucts comeany

CONTRACT MANUTACTENISG SIS | WEST LAFAYETTE, OHIO 43045 © Mrone: 574-545 6381 TWX 810-339-2030

January 6, 1987

Certified Mail Exll‘ iﬁl jt 
Return Receipt Requested e : e

Regional Hearing Clerk
U.S.E.P.A. Region V

P.0. Box 70753

Chicago, Illinois 60673

Re: Consent Agreement and Final Order
Jones Metal Products Company Docket
No. V-W-85-R-21; Transmittal of Civil Penalty

Greetings:
Attached, please find Check No. 05119, dated January 6, 1987, in the amount of

$17,000.00. This is in full payment of the Civil Penalty stipulated by the
subject Consent Agreement and Final Order. ?

D. E. Donovan
President

DED:cl

Enc :Check No. $511%9

CC: Regional Hearing Clerk
Planning and Management Division
U.S.E.P.A. Region V
230 S. Dearborn St.
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Solid Waste and Emergency Response
Branch Secretary

U.S.E.P.A, Region V

230 S. Dearborn St.

Chicago, Illinois 60604










































































































































































